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FEEEF.A CE 


Tuis treatiſe was publiſhed at Paris, at a 
time when civil diſcord and religious animo- 
ſity had nearly a:tained their height in that 
country, The pretended civil conſtitution 
of the clergy had filled the minds of men with 
doubt, anxiety, and diſtruſt. The importance 
of the ſubject, and the novelty of the preten- 
fions had alarmed the fears, and awakened the 
jealouſies of all parties in France. At this 
moment, the author, a man of no mean abili- 
ties, and whoſe name has been honourably 
recorded in the annals of French literature, 
thought it his duty to come forward, and to 
offer to his countrymen a clear expoſition of 
the real ſtate of the caſe. His view was to 
inſtruQ the ignorant, to confirm the wavering, 
to encourage the zealous. The defign was not 
diſhoneſt, his labours wer- applauded by the 
head 


[6-4 
head of the Gallican church, the ſureſt crite- 
rion of his ſucceſs is the condutt of the French 
clergy on this trying occaſion. 

As the circumſtances of the caſe are not 
local, nor the reaſoning of the author perſo- 
nal, it has been thought that it might afford 
ſome information to the inquiſitive, and ſome 
amuſement to the curious Engliſh readers. 

They muſt be defirous to know, how the 
fame cauſe, that raiſed ſome contentions among 
their writers, was at the fame time treated in a 
neighbouring country. They have a ſpecial 
right to inveſtigate the rea] merits of a caufe 
which has driven ſo many French prieſts and 
biſhops to be maintained at a great expence by 
this nation, The cauſe has been miſconceived 
by ſome, and miſrepreſented by others. They 
will here ſee on what ground they proceeded, 
on what authority they reſted, Chriſtian cha- 
rity will not be confined to particular objes, 
but chriſtian prudence will adviſe a diſcrimi- 
nation that may prevent its being abuſed. 

To the catholic reader we may venture to 
recommend, not the opinions of an individual, 
but the faith and doctrine of the church. 

To the church of England, it will not be 
entirely uſeleſs. It will ſhew the true nature 
of that ſpiritual authority, power, juriſdittion, 
D& the 
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the origin of which no human viciſſitudes 
ſhould conceal from their view. If they are 
anxiouſly tenacious of what they have gained, 
they will not be ſorry to know what they have 
loſt by their ſeparation. 

Of the tranſlation little need be ſaid. The 
intention was not to render laviſhly every 
word, nor every conſtruction or turn; we 
know the extent of the liberty authorized, and 
often commanded, by the genius of different 
languages. But the approbation of the au- 
thor is a flattering proof, that it has neither 
weakened his arguments, nor ſunk his ſpirit 
nor diſguiſed his ſentiments Such as it is, it 
is now ſubmitted to the candid impartial judg- 
ment of the public, 


By their humble Servant, 


THE EDITOR. 
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A DISSERTATION 


O N 
ECCLESIASTICAL TURISDICTION 
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CATHOLIC CHURCH, 
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HO are you? In what name do you 
come to preach to us the kingdom of heaven? 
By what authority do you pretend to abſolve 
us from our ſins, to adminiſter the ſacraments, 
and direct us in the ways of ſalvation? On what 
grounds do you ſtyle yourſelf our paſtor, and 
what law obliges us to follow your directions? 
Theſe are queſtions which no innovator, no 
abettor of ſchiſm or hereſy could ever anſwer. 
They are queſtions which we have put to the 
biſhops and prieſts of a conſtitution of yeſter- 
day, which they affect to call civil or tempo- 
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ral, whilſt it totally deſtroys every ſpirituai 
power. We have ſaid to Fauchet, to Gobel, 
to Lindet, to Marolle, to Lamourette, to Gre. 
goire, or to Gouttes, and to that legion of 
biſhops and prieſts, who have driven from us 
our true paſtors, we have faid to all and to 
every one of them with the prince of the apo. 
ſtles; There is no other name under heaven, which, 
can be to us a name of ſalvation, ſave only that of 
Feſus Chriji*, If jeſus Chrilt has ſent you, 
peak out; he that hears you, hears him; 
whom you abſolve, is abſolved by him; whoſe 
ſins you bind on earth are by him bound in 
heaven. But if you come in the name of men, 
talk not to us of ſalvation, Were you a pro- 
phet, Jeſus Chriſt knows you not, and he who 


is not with him is againſt him; he who ſows 


without him reaps nothing but cockle. The 
ſins which you ſhall pretend to remit are re- 
tained by him; the ſinners whom you ſhall at- 
tempt to abſolve are condemned by him; the 
ſhepherd whom he does not introduce into the 
ſold is a thief, whom he commands us to ſhun. 


Either produce your credentials from him, or 


retire far from us. 


* Necenim aliud nomen eſt ſub cœlo datum hominibus, 
in quo oporteat nos ſal vos fieri, Act. apoſt. iv, 12. 
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The conſtitutional clergy have allowed the 
juſtice of our claim; but what have been their 
anſwer? No other than what was given by 
every arch-heretic who has diſturbed the 
peace of the church. We will not produce 
any credentials of a canonical miſſion or in- 
ſtitution which connetis your curates with their 
biſhops, your biſhops with the Pope, and the 
Pope with Jeſus Chriſt: but we have teſtimo- 
nials of our ordination, we have been conſe- 
crated, ſome prieſts and others biſhops, We 
would wiſh you to know, that every paſtor 
derives from his ordination the plenitude gf 
eccleſiaſtical power and juriſdiction, This 
power is not confined to the narrow bounds 
of a dioceſe or a pariſh, but extends to the 
utmoſt limits of the church, or, to ſpeak more 


properly, it knows no limits“. | 

This was a ſtrange language in the mouth 
of a catholic prieſt, and the conſtitutional 
clergy could not but be ſenſible that it would 
furpriſe and ſhock every man who had ſtudied 
the nature of an evangelical miſſion. They 


* Luther, article Smalcald, on the power and juriſdic- 
tion of the church. Calvin, lib. 4, c. 4. of his Inſtitu- 
tions, Camus, p. 14. See the paftoral letters of Gohet, 
Lindet, Gregoire, Gouttes, and the reſt of this new tribe, 
whole publications are in every body's hands. 
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ſpared no pains to prevent the neceſſity of hav- 
ing recourſe to it. At firſt they were willing 
to mimick our method of inſtitution by the 
metropolitan, They next applied to the ſe. 
cular tribunals, and were not aſhamed to ſo- 
licit from the diſtricts *peremptory orders, that 
they ſhould be canonically indufted by that 
man among the four prevaricating prelates, 
whole deſertion was marked with uncommon 
perfidy, and who could add nothing to his diſ- 
honour by acting under a commiſſion which 
he had long reſigned. So abandoned an hy- 
pocriſy could not eſcape the notice of the 
raweſt ſtudents in theology. It was too plain 
that theſe conſtitutional biſhops, curates and 
vicars could neither reſt on the faith, nor on 
the ancient or the modern diſcipline of the 
church, their plea of a miſſion which they had 
received from a ſecular power. It was now 
evident, that the arms of Luther and Calvin 
were neither the weakeſt nor the moſt unfair 
employed in their defence. Under the guidance 
of theſe leaders, they lay little ſtreſs on the 
doftrine and till leſs on the diſcipline of the 
church, Here they reſt their cauſe, and when 
they are reproached with the infamy of draw- 
ing their weapons from ſo foul a ſource, when 
Wwe e to them, that in adopting this 

| opinion, 


C5 4 
opinion, they become the humble imitators of 
men whoſe fondneſs for innovation drove them 
to this laſt reſort, they anſwer with Camus, 
that if Luther has advanced ſome heretical 
propoſitions, it was not in this point that he 
erred. We might tell them, that their opi- 
nion is then allowed to be new, and that in- 
novation borders too cloſely on hereſy to be 
tolerated by the catholic church. But I will 
not conſider it as only new, I will demonſtrate 
it to be falſe. This is the more neceſſary as 
it is the corner-ſtone of the new church, as it 
is the only oſtenſible pretext for the abomina- 
tion of the deſolation of the holy place, for 
the profanation of all the ſacraments, for the 
praQtice of invalid abſolution in the tribunal 
of penance, for the moſt deteſtable of all de- 
ceptions which can be praQtiſed by the prieſt. 
hood on the crędulity of the people, who are 
deluded into a hope of abſolution which they 
never receive; for the moſt wanton abuſe of 
the confidence. of this unhappy people, who 
ſeek a remedy for their wounds by laying 
them open to the miniſters of Jeſus Chriſt, 
while in reality they open them to the depu- 
ties of a ſecular power, whoſe ſacrilegious mi- 
niſtry lulls them into a fatal ſecurity, and de- 
livers them over to Satan. Since ſuch are the 
conſe. 
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1 
conſequences of an opinion adopted by the 
conſtitutional clergy, let us exert our endea- 
vours, in concert,with other able writers, to 
unmaſk the error, and if it ſhould ſtill find 
abettors, let them be found only among that 
claſs of people who are determined never to 
yield aſſent to the cleareſt evidence, 

I am to prove againſt Camus and other 
conſtitutional doctors, that ordination does 
not neceſſarily confer juriſdiction. I ſhall 
think this completely demonſtrated by eſtab- 
liſhing the three following propoſitions, 

1. There is nothing in the nature of ordina- 
tion, nothing in the conſecration of biſhops 
and prieſts that can conſtitute juriſdiction in- 
herent in ſuch ordination; therefore the con- 
trary opinion is at leaſt arbitrary and un- 
founded. - 

2, There is nothing in the diſcipline and 
the uſages of the church, that does not di- 
realy militate againſt the inſeparable union 
of ordination and juriſdiction; therefore the 
contrary opinion is raſh, ſcandalous and inju- 
rious to the church. 

3- There is nothing in the dogmatical de- 
ciſions of the church on the ſubject of juriſ- 
diction and ordination which does not ſtrongly 
diſprove this opinion; therefore it is falſe 
and heretical. 


If 


Wor 


If the reader will do me the honour to fol- 
low me in the courſe of this diſcuſſion, which 
at the preſent moment is not unimportant, if 
he will pleaſe to attend to the demonſtration 
of theſe three propoſitions, I flatter myſelf 
that I ſhall be able to convince him, that Ca- 
mus and the conſtitutional clergy are engaged 
in a manifeſt error. 


FIRST PROPOSITION. 


There is nothing in the nature of ordina- 
tion that neceſſarily implies juriſdittion. 

To render the demonſtration of this truth 
the more ſenſible, it will be proper to follow a 
method in our reaſoning, which our adverſa- 
ries appear very defirous to decline. We will 
firſt define the nature cf juriſdiction, and then 
proceed to that of ordination. From the iden- 
tity or the diſtinttion of their nature, and of 
their eſſential effects, we ſhall be enabled to 
judge of their indivifibility or their total in- 
dependence on each other. 

The term jUR1SDICTION, in a ſtrift ſenſe, 
means only a power and a right in a perſon 
to pronounce ſentence on ihole of whom he 
is a competent judge. 

When 
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When uſed in a more comprehenſive ſenſe, 


it denotes not only the office of a judge, but th 
every att of lawful authority over inferiors, = 
By eccleſiaſtical juriſdietion we mean the ga 
right and the authority neceſſary to paſtors . go 


ſor the adminiſtration of ſpiritual aſſiſtance 
and the government of their flock. 

Our paſtors are appointed to direct and 
inſtrutt us in the ways of ſalvation, They 


have the ſame power and authority over us, as 
a maſter has over his ſcholars. They mult MW hes 
warn, they muſt edify, they muſt exhort us; 
they bave the authority and juriſdiction of a 


are 
father over us. They are to looſen and to fere 
bind, to remit or to retain our fins in the tri- thei 
bunal of penance. It is an article of faith, that auth 
in theſe functions they att as judges. Ac- chui 
cording to their rank in the hierarchy, they ledg 
may not only act thus in the tribunal of pe- duti, 


nance, but in the moſt public manner, and in 
the face of the whole church, they may bind 


us by cenſures or abſolve us from them. They — 
are io decide on all conteſted points of reli- dicti. 
gion, they may ſummon ſcandalous ſinners to theſe 


appear before them; in this they enjoy ever) 
prerogative, authority and juriſdidion of 2 
judgef. 


* Coneil Trident. Seſſ. 14, cap. & can. 7. 
Again 
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Again, according to the rank they held in 
the hierarchy, our paſtors are authorized to 
make regulations, and to enatt ſtatutes for the 
good order and religious government of their 
flocks; for we are bound to believe, that the 
religious precepts of the church oblige under 
ſin“ It is then plain that all theſe paſtors 
have all the powers, all the authority and juriſ- 
diction of evangelical legiſlators. 

Such of our paſtors as are placed at the 
head of the hierarchy, whoſe rank gives them 
a ſuperintendence over the inferior clergy, 
are to appoint proper incumbents for the dif- 
ferent pariſhes ;. they are to mark out to them 

their functions, and to inveſt them with the 
x authority neceſſary for the ſervice of the 
church, for teaching and promoting the know- 
© ledge of the ſublime truths and the important 
duties of chriſtianityf., They poſſeſs all the 
power, authority and juriſdiction of the 
apoſtles. 


ey 1 - Such is the nature of ecclefiaſtical juriſ- 


i- Sftion; ſuch are the powers it conveys to 


o @ thoſe who are inveſted with it. They are all 
ry . centered in the biſhops, they are ſhared in a 
2 ow more or leſs extenſive by their fellow 


* Concil, Triden, ſeſſ. 6, can, 20. 
＋ Ad Tit. 1, 5. 
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labourers in the vineyard. In ſome they are 
ordinary and independent; others have them only 
by delegation, accordingly as they exerciſe them 
in conſequence of their appointment to particular 
liuings, or they att under a ſimple commiſſon. 
Whether ordinary or delegated, by theſe pow. 
ers the priefl is conſtituted a paſtor; to them 
he owes his competence and the validity of 
ſuch religious functions as require in him a 
real authority over ſouls. This authority is 
ſo eſſential] to. the idea of juriſdiftion, that it 
cannot poſhbly exiſt without it either in church 
or ſtate, This is an important reflettion which 
I ſeriouſly recommend to the conſideration of 
my rcaders. 

We have here given a clear definition of 
the nature and the eſſential properties of a 
Juriidiftion which ve are told is neceſſarily at- 
tached to the order of prieſthood. 

Before we proceed to inveſtigate the na- 
ture of this ordination, let us conſider the na- 
tural effects of juriſdiction. 

We have obſerved, that juriſdiction natu- 
rally ſuppoſes authority in him who exerciſes 
it. Authority neceſſarily implies a connec- 
tion, a ſubordination cf perſons. This con- 


_ nettion creates relative powers and duties. 


It your ordination has by its own nature given 
| you 


4 


you juriſdiction over the flock of Chriſt, it will 
naturally follow, that as an indelible cha. 
rater imprinted by that ordination accompa- 
nies you every where, ſo will jur1ſdittion, that 
is, a power to inſtruct, to preach, to catechiſe; 
to bind and to unbind. Thus you are in all 
places and to all perſons a maſter, a judge and 
a paſtor. But ſurely theſe pompous titles muſt 
bring along with them ſome reciprocal duties. 
If you are appointed to be our judge, it wilt 
be your duty to pals ſentence, to bind and to 
unbind us. For certainly God has not tent 
us a judge to refuſe us juſtice, a maſter to with- 
hold his leflons, a paſtor to trifle with our ne- 
ceſſities and ſlight our obedience*®. 


* Tt will be ſaid, that there are prieſts who are autho- 
riſed to preach and to hear confeſſions, without being 
obliged to do either. This I readily allow, but I beg leave 
to obſerve, that thoſe prieſts have only a delegated juriſ- 
diction, They are ſupernumerary judges. They are un- 
der no obligation ſo long as a ſufficient number of paſtors 
can be found. The others are in a very different fituation, 
They muſt either quit their living, or perform the duties 
annexed to it, If ordination alone gives juriſdiction, Iam 
not at liberty to renounce the one or the other. But in 
this ſyſtem the idea of a delegated juriſdiction is abſurd, 
and all the hiſtories, all the laws of the church on this 
ſubje& are beneath our notice, 
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The power, the authority you claim over 
us are not your peculiar property; you enjoy 
them in common with all other prieſts. Their 
ordination has communicated to them all your 
privileges and immunities. At this rate we 
ſhall have as many paſtors as there are prieſts 
in the churchof Chriſt, Which of them are 
we to attend to? To which are we to attach 
ourſelves? What now becomes of that text of 
the apoſtle of the Gentiles; Are they then all 
apoſtles, are they all prophets, all doors ? Cor. 
X11, 

From this ſtatement of the nature of juriſ- 
diction, of its effects, of the powers it confers, 
and the reciprocal duties it impoſes, who 
would not conclude, that it means ſomething 
more than the bare conſecration of a biſhop or 
a prieſt? If it could be ſuppoſed, that they are 
indivifible and indiſtin, who would not cry 
out with us; What a confuſion is here, what a 
Jumble of inconſiſtent powers? Is this the 
boaſted conſtitution of the church, admired by 
its enemies, by hereſy and impiety, even 
while they were exerting their utmoſt 
efforts to overturn it? Let us hear no more 
of the perfett model of a government eſtab- 
liſhed by Jeſus Chriſt. Human wiſdom has 
. improved the ſyſtem of the divine legiſlator. 

f Man 
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Man has framed laws for the praQtice of the 
tribunals, has defined their competence and 
fixed their juriſdiction. Citizens are not 
judged by ſtrangers; their lives and for- 
tunes are ſubmitted to men whom they know, 
and who are appointed by the law, — All theſe 
precautions were unfortunately overlooked in 
the code of Jeſus Chriſt. 

Conſecration alone places all the miniſters 
of the church on the ſame level. The ſame 
divine right gives an equal title to altars, 
flocks and paſtors. No one can call his ſheep 
his own becauſe they may be claimed by every 
other prieſt. Amidſt a multitude of ſhepherds, 
which 1s to be obeyed ? 

Let not a Camus, a Gobel, a Gregoire ſay, 
that a convention of men has removed all the 
confuſion found in the inſtitution of Jeſus 
Chriſt, that the temporal power will aſſign to 
each a particular miſſion which was before 
common to all, The law of Jeſus Chriſt needs 
not the improvement of human wiſdom. In 
vain would mortal man attempt to circum- 
icribe an eſtabliſhment which he had ereQed 
on a broader baſis, To ſay that Jefus Chriſt 
has annexed to ſacerdotal ordination a power 
which could introduce nothing but confuſion 
into his church, is a firft blaſphemy. Now 
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this is preciſely what you aſſert, when you 


contend that a general, an unlimited juriſdic- in 
tion, a divine right to teach, to feed, and to w 
govern the flock, is immediately and neceſſa- * 
rily derived from ſacramental order. To ſay P. 
that this general this boundleſs power may be ol 
confined to narrower bounds by human laws 
is a ſecond blaſphemy, and yet this is what " 
you muſt be underſtood to mean, when you 1 
alert, that the temporal power can aſſign to the 
biſhop and the prieſt, the particular ſpot in d 
which he ſhall be conſidered as paſtor, in which * 
alone he may preach and abſolve, though je- x 
ſus Chriſt has annexed an univerſal juriſdic- Þ 
tion to his ordination. 7 
Hut it is not true, that a ſyſtem of power a 
inſeparable from ordination, a ſyſtem ſubver- 0 
ſive of all order and good government was 
ever eſtabliſned in the church. The idea of 2 
univerſal juriſdiftion common to all prieſts, 
of a power which would deſtroy all ſubordi- : 


nation by being equally veſted in all, which 
muſt neceſſarily end in anarchy and confuſion, 
is incompatible with every form of govern- 
ment, However it may be worth our while te 
beltow a little more attention on its nature, 
its effects and its inherent properties. Let us 


compare theſe powers with thoſe which form 
indeed 
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indeed the root from which they ſpring, but 
which cannot unfold and be called into atti- 
vity without a freſh act of authority on the 
part of the church. From a clear expoſition 
of theſe preliminary articles we ſhall be enabled 
to judge, how arbitrary and unfounded is the 
opinion of the conſtitutional clergy on the 
indiviſibility of juriſdiction and ordination. 

Turn, define and torture the words of or- 
dination as you, pleaſe, I may defy you to 
make any thing more of it than a ſacrament 
of the new law giving to him who receives it 
power and grace to diſcharge the functions 
annexed to the rank to which he 1s raiſed in 
the church, | 

It was neceſſary that ſome men ſhould be 
{et apart to be employed inthe holy funQtions, 
and eſpecially for the adminiltration of the ſa- 
craments, Ordination furniſhes them. It 
was neceſſary that theſe men ſhould be inveſ- 
ted with an auguſt charatter, which might give 
efficacy to their words and actions in the dil. 


charge of theſe ſacred duties. Ordination 


gives it. Its great objett is to create miniſ- 
ters for the ſervice of the church. If this ob- 
Je& cannot be obtained, unleſs beſides this 
charatter ordination gives them an authority 
over the faithful and that power in which ju- 
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riſdigion conſiſts, then Camus and Gobel had 
reaſon to aſſert that juriſdiction is eſſentially 
attached to ordination. Let us examine the 
religious action which properly conſtitutes 
ordination. 

In this auguſt ceremony the firſt thing to 
be obſerved is the impoſition of hands on the 
candidate for holy orders by the biſhop, who 
next invokes the Holy Ghoſt, and ſays; Re- 
ceive the power of offering the body and 
blood of Jefus Chriſt. He then proceeds; 
Receive the Holy Ghoſt; whoſe fins you 
ſhall remit, they ſhall be remitted ; and whoſe 
ſins you ſhall retain, they ſhall be retained. 

From this moment the perſon ſo ordained 
receives a character inherent in his perſon, an 
indelible character, which conſecrates him a 
miniſter of the church for ever. He is a 
prieſt, and may now perform all the funttion: 
of the prieſthood. 

He is a prieſt, and the church now conſi- 
ders him as a man who may be employed in 
the miniſtry of ſalvation; but this miniſtry 
has various functions“. St. Paul tells us, that 
they are. not all to be performed by the ſame 
perſon, that no man ſhall preſume to preach 


* Divifiones miniſteriorum ſunt. 1 Cor, xii, 


unlels 
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unleſs he be ſent*; that each one ſhould have 
a fixed place in the ſanctuary, like Aaron, by 
a particular vocation, In this conſecration, 
which raiſes him to the dignity of the prieſt- 
hood, I diſcover in him an aptitude to ſerve 
the church, but can you ſhew me to what al- 
tar he is to be attached, and what are the func- 
tions he is there to perform? By his ordina- 
tion I ſec he is aprieſt, but I do not ſee where 
he is to be employed, or what portion of the 
flock he is to govern. As a miniſter of the 
church he is certainly under her controul, and 
ſhe has an undoubted right to command hig 
ſervices. 

He is not an univerſal miniſter, and 
ſurely he will not pretend to force his ſer- 
vices on the church. The power he has re- 


ceived to ſerve the church does not authoriſe 


him to make his own will the rule of all his 
actions. As a prieſt and a miniſter he muſt 
wait the miſſion of the church, and that parti- 
cular deſtination, which points out to him the 
altar he is to ſerve, the functions he is to per- 
form, and above all the portion of the flock 


which he is to govern with all thoſe powers, 


* Quomodo prædicabunt nifi mittantur. 


+ Nec quiſquam ſumat ſibi honorem, niſi qui vocatur 
a Deo tanquam Aaron. | 
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and all that authority which conſtitute him 
the paſtor whoſe voice they are to hear, and 
the judge to whoſe deciſions they muſt ſub. 
mit, 

By his ordination I ſee, he may one day be 
ſent to teach me, to conduct me in the path of 
ſalvation, but I do not ſee that he has been 
actually ſent, or that he can claim any autho. 
rity or juriſdiction over me. 

He has received the power of conſecrating 
the bread and the wine, but this gives him no 
authority whatever, no juriſdiction over the 
faithful. He may remit or retain fins, ſo that 
he is qualified to be a judge; but I do not 
ſee on which bench he is to fit, I know that a 
judge, properly qualified and legally appointed, 
cannot be competent to pronounce ſentence on 
any perſon not ſubjett to his tribunal. I knoy 
that a ſhepherd can have no authority over 
any ſheep but his own. Pleaſe then to ſhey 
me what particular flock his ordination has 
given him; ſhew me to what court of judica- 
ture he is appointed; or permit me to ſay, 1 
cannot acknowledge him as my paſtor or my 

judge. 

If you aſk us, what then are the effects of 
ordination in the prieſt who receives a power 


which he cannot exerciſe without a freſh com: 
miſſion? 
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miſſion? we will anſwer you by another queſ- 
tion, Is it then nothing to have acquired a 
power without which all the authority of the 
church would not riſe in importance and power 
above the children of this world? Is it no- 
thing to be enrolled in the tribe of Levi, 
which alone can aſpire to the rank of paſtors 
and apoſtles? In the order of nature, is it no- 
thing to be that root which hitherto produces 
no fruit, but without which it is impoſſible any 
fruit ſhould be produced? Is it nothing to be 
raiſed to a rank among citizens, which enables 
you to ſerve your country in the cabinet and 
the field? Is it nothing in the progreſſive at- 


' tainment of ſcience to have obtained the de- 


gree of maſter of arts before you have any 
ſcholars? Why ſhould a diſtintion between 
power acquired and power exerciſed, which 
is admitted in all other claſſes of mankind, 


hy, I fay, ſhould this real and effential diſ- 


tinction not be acknowledged in the church? 
But when we ſay, that without a miſſion 
from the church, there can be no eccleſiaſtical 
juriſdiction, do not imagine that we rob the 
prieſtood of any of its privileges. This is ano- 
ther miſtake originating in a confuſton of the 
different effects of ordination. The nature 
and the difference of the fun&ions of the holy 
D 82 _ miniſtry 
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between the inherent power and its occaſional 
activity. 
Among the various funftions of the miniſ- 
try, there are ſome which depend entirely on 
the individual, the indelible, irre vocable charac- 
ter imprefled by the ſacrament, and giving ef- 
ficacy to his actions and his words. There are 
others which, beſides the virtue and the inhe- 
rent charaQter of the miniſters, require a rela- 
tive connection between him and the faithful, 
the grounds of authority, ſubordination and 
competence; a connection ſuch as exiſts be- 
tween the ſuperior and his inferiors, a paſtor 
and his flock, a judge and his culprit, a father 
and his children; a connettion often requi- 
ſite in every official att which ſuppoſes a real 
authority to pronounce a valid ſentence, or to 
impoſe a binding duty; a connection without 
which every att of authority muſt be null and 
of no effect, whatever may be the character of 
the perſon who exerciſes it. 
From this variety of funQtions in the holy 

miniſtry ariſes a ſecond difference of powers 


neceſſary for the due performance of them. 


Every part ofthe miniſtry, which reſts only 
on”, the perſonal character of the officiating 


clergyman, may be by him validly exerciſed 
in 


miniſtry ſhould have taught you to diſtinguiſh 


* ] 

virtue of the power attached by this charac- 
ter to his aftions and his words. This power 
is in himſelf, is independent on every relative 
connection. To exerciſe it validly, nothing 
more is required, than that he mean to do it, 
and employ the proper matter and form to the 
holy victim to be offered to the living God. 
The prieſt of this God, in virtue of his ordina- 
tion, is empowered to call down the ſpotleſs 
victim on the altar. The character of prieſt- 
hood alone gives efficacy to theſe words, This 
is my body, This is my blood. As often as 
he ſhall pronounce them, ſo often ſhall the 
euchariſtic myſtery be performed. 

Is he called in to pray for the deſcent of 
grace by the valid adminiſtration of a ſacra- 
ment? His character alone will render his 
prayer effectual. He prays only, but God ab- 
ſolves, and, according to the views of his in- 
finite mercy, hears his prayer“. 

The epiſcopal charatter alone gives vali- 
dity to the ſacraments of confirmation and 
order. Here the biſhop lays his hands on the 
candidate, he calls upon the Holy Ghoſt, but 


* Orent ſuper eum, & oratio fidei ſalyabit infirmum, & 
alle viabit eum Dominus, & ſi in peccatis ſit, remittentur 
ci. Jac. Y, 
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he performs no judicial aft, he exerciſes no 
ſpecies of juriſdittion. 

This is not the caſe in other fundtions, 
where the prieſt is called upon to att as paſtor, 
as ſuperior, as judge. As ſuch he attends in 
the tribunal of penance. Here faith teache; 
us, that the abſolution he 1s about to pronounce 
is not a miniſterial, but judicial ac. Noy 
ſuch is the nature of this att, that it can de. 
rive validity only from the competence of the 
perſon who pronounces, and the ſubjettion of 
thoſe on whom it is pronounced. 

Of theſe two powers, that which is inhe. 
rentin the charatter, is what St. Thomas and 
the ſchools call a ſacramental power, which 
we ſhall indiſcriminately ſtyle the power 0 
order, of character of which it is the imme- 
diate and indelible offspring. 

The ſecond, or the power of authority, ol 
competence 1s called by divines a power of 
juriſdiction. This is not perſonal, it is not 
Inherent in the prieſt, but to have any effet 


Si quis dixerit abſolutionem ſacramentalem ſacer- 
dotis, non eſſe actum judicialem, ſed nudum miniſteriun 
pronuntiandi remiſſa eſſe peccata confitenti---anathema 
fit. 'Trid. Seſſ. 14, can. 7. h 

+ Natura & ratio judicii illad expoſcit ut ſententiz in 
ſubditos duntaxat feratur, Trid. Seſſ. 14, c. 7. | 
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it muſt be exerciſed by a paſtor, a ſuperior, a 
judge over thoſe who are ſubjett to his autho- 
rity, and who are bound to obey him as a per- 
ſon appointed by God and his church to oe 
them in the ways of ſalvation. 

Theſe are not vain diſtinctions or idle ſub- 
tleties, which would diſgrace ſound theology. 
There is adifference between theſe two powers 
which it requires no great depth of penetra- 
tion to diſcover. 

The firſt, I mean the power of charafter, 
cannot be exerciſed by delegation.” Inherent 
in his perſon it cannot be communicated to 
another by commiſſion. Prieſtly fundtions can 
be performed only by a prieſt. 

The power of authoritative juriſdiction 
may be delegated. Thus the ſupreme power 
in the church, as well as in the ſtate, may have 
their ſubordinate agents, 

The firſt of theſe powers places you exactly 
in the ſituation of a doctor of laws, who may 
at any time be appointed judge, but who is 
named to no tribunal. You will be in the 
church, what a miniſter of ſtate who has re- 
ceived from his ſovereign the ſeals, but is ap- 
pointed to no particular department; what the 
general is, who is at the head of his profeſſion, 
but does not know what army he is to com- 
mand ; 
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mand; what the doctor is who has received 
his diploma, but knows not where he is to 
teach. 

By the ſecond you will acquire all thoſe 
advantages which accrue to the judge, the 
miniſter, the general and the doQtor, when ap- 
pointed by public authority to the command 
of an army, to the duties of a department or 
of a chair. They had, before thoſe qualifica. 
tions, that rank in life which enabled them to 
aſpire to the higheſt dignities of their ſeveral 
profeſſions ; but were incompetent to exerciſe 
any act of authority. Their powers are called 
forth into authority, when the ſupreme magi- 
ſtrate eſtabliſhes a relation between the judge 
and his client, the general and an army, be- 
tween the ſuperior and inferior, maſter and 
ſcholar; a relation without which there can 
be no competence, no juriſdiction. 

By the firſt of theſe powers you will re- 
ſemble the prophet at the moment when the 
angel of the Lord had purified his lips to diſ- 
poſe him to announce the oracles of heaven 
to the people of Iſrael. To your words is 
given a power to abſolve the greateſt ſinners 
to whom you may be ſent; you are fully qua- 
lified, and you may ſay with Iſaiah ; Behold 
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me, Lord, ſend me*. But then you mult wait 
with the prophet, till you are ſent. Till then 
hope not that God will ratify your ſentence. 
You will be like thoſe men, who publiſhed 
falſe prophecies in the name of him who had 
not ſent themt. 

By the ſecond you will be what the pro- 
phet was when the Lord ſaid to them, Go and 
ſpeak to this peoplef. You may now proceed 
ſecurely. The God who ſends you will take 
care to give efficacy to your words, the ſenten- 
ces you ſhall pronounce are his ſentences, it 
is he that will bind and unbind. 

But we muſt be careful not to confound 
the ideas of miſſion and juriſdiction, which in 
themſelves are totally diſtintt. There is the 
ſame difference between them as there is be- 
W tween the orders of the ſovereign and the 
= powers and the rights which are neceſſary to 
carry them into execution. An extraordi- 
nary miſſion proceeds immediately from God, 
from the Holy Ghoſt. By this the apoſtles 
were generally directed in the courſe of their 


Ecce ego, mitte me. Ifai. c. 6. 


+ Falſa prophetæ vaticenentur iu nomine meo; non 
miſi eos. Jer. xv. | 


F Vade & dices populo huic, Ifai, c. vi. 
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evangelical labours. The ordinary miſſion 
is given by the church, to which God has ſub. 
jected all his children, but eſpecially his mi. 
niſters, The object of a miſſion from the 
church is eternal ſalvation, but various are the 
ways in which ſhe may chuſe to give it, as va- 
rious as the means employed by ſovereigns to 
give authority to their agents. 

Juriſdiction devolves on the miniſter in 
conſequence of his miſſion, and conſtitutes chat 
right or that authority which gives to bis 
words the power of binding or unbinding, and 
ſubjeQs the faithful to his controul. Does it 
come immediately from God, or from the 
church, or the biſhop, or the council which 
grants the miſſion ? Thoſe enquiries may flat- 
ter the pride of the human heart, but can bring 
little honour or advantage to religion. I beg 
leave to wave them as foreign to the preſent 
diſcuſſion. The church may have received 
from God the power of giving immediate ju- 
riſdiction as well as immediate miſſion, but it 
will not follow from hence, that it can grant 
an immediate juriſdiftion which God may 
have reſerved to himſelf till the miſſion is ob- 


tained, as he grants the ſacerdotal character 
and 


a 


— 
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1 
and all its powers at the moment of the impo- 
ſition of the biſhop's hands upon us. . 

All I think worth contending for is this ; 
Without a miſſion there can be no juriſdic- 
tion, but with it, whether given immediately by 
God, by the church, or by the biſhop, we receive 
an authority which gives efficacy, competency 
and validity to all our ſentences and deciſions. 
A miſſion given or repealed gives or repeals 
all. juriſdiction, whether derived from the 
church or directly from God, who certainly will 
not acknowledge, as his miniſter, the man who 
ſhall refuſe to hear her voice, Math. xvii. 17. 

The church has removed a. curate from 
one dioceſe to another; his juriſdittion ceaſes 
in his former reſidence, becauſe his miſſion is 
changed. The church has accepted the reſig— 
nation of another, or has iſſued a ſentence of 
depoſition againſt him; he can have no juriſ- 
diction becauſe he has no miſſion, | 

I ſhould think it neceſſary to make an apo- 
logy for entering into ſo minute a detail, if it 
was not become a duty to carry the light of 
evidence into a diſcuſſion where every idea 
has been confounded by our conſtitutional an- 
tagoniſts. They ſaw that ordination imprint- 
ed a character without which the important 

E 2 
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functions of the miniſtry would be of no avail, 
and they concluded that this character alone 
gave validity to thoſe functions. They ſaw 
that many of thoſe functions muſt be invalid 
without juriſdiation, and they concluded that, 
together with the character, ordination gave 
every power of juriſdition. This made it 
neceſſary to give a clear and diſtinct idea 
of what is meant, what always has been meant, 
by the words ordination, juriſdiction and 
miſſion. 

If they ſtill continue to complain, that we 
employ metaphyſical ſubtleties in explaining 
the nature of church government, our anſwer 
will be, that we are juſtified by their example 
in temporal concerns. They think no diſtinc- 
tions too nice to repel an attack on their per- 
ſons or their fortunes. Is judgment awarded 
againſt them? They are clamarous in their en- 
quiries into the rank and character of the 
judge. They queſtion his competence and 
their own dependence. He may be a judge, 
but does he belong to that tribunal where the 
ſentence paſſed ? If he does, has that tribunal 
any real authority over their perſons or their 
property ? | 

They tell us, that it would be highly ab- 
ſurd, that eyery Judge, every magiſtrate ſhould 

preſide 
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preſide in every court of judicature in a great 
empire; that the ſame ſuperior officer ſhould 
command all our legions; that a miniſter ſhould 
tranſact all the buſineſs of the different de- 
partments. Such a ſyſtem of univerſal juriſ- 
diction would introduce the moſt horrible diſ- 
order into all the political governments of Eu- 
rope. Thus they reaſon, and they reaſon 
right. But why will they not ſuffer us to apply 
the ſame diſtinctions to the government of the 
church? Would they have us believe, that 
here Jeſus Chriſt has eſtabliſhed an identity 
of powers, and competence of character and 
juriſdiction, incompatible with every well re- 
gulated ſociety? Can they perſuade them- 
ſelves, can they hope to perſuade us, that in the 
important affair of ſalvation, that diſcrimina- 
tion of powers has been neglected which is 
carefully preſerved in temporal intereſts? Has 
the infinite wiſdom of the divine legiſlator 
adopted a plan which would be reprobated by 
the meaneſt capacity among the children of 
men. 


It is then true, that without a miſſion, with. 


out competence and juriſdiction, many of the 


ſacerdotal functions would be invalid and of 


no effect. But this is not all, Even thoſe 
functions, the validity of which depends en- 
tirely 
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tirely on the prieſtly character, would be 
tainted with a radical vice. They are valid, 
but they are illicit. The fundion is holy, but 
the miniſter commits a ſacrilege. 

Nothing can be more plain, than that a 
miniſter of the church muſt be ſubjet to the 
controul of the church. His ſervices muſt be 
regulated by her, his functions muſt be autho- 
riſed by her, and he muſt do nothing in oppo. 
ſition to her commands. 

The citizen and the ſoldier may wear a 
{word to defend his country, but he muſt fight 
in the poſt aſſigned him; his zeal and his cou- 
rage may bring him into action, but he muſt 
leave to others the poſt of honour till he 1; 
ordered to advance. If he chuſes to at with- 
out orders, if he defeats, if he kills the enemy, 
he commits a murder, an aſſaſſination. This 
is exattly the caſe of the prieſt. His ordina- 
zion has put on him the ſpiritual armour, but 
the church is to direct the uſe of it. The 
functions, which are valid from character alone 
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performed without a miſſion from her, 1s 3 

crime; to act in oppoſition to her laws is a re- 

bellion which muſt draw down the vengeance 

© of a God, her lawgiver and proteQor. = 

| I beg leave to recommend theſe truths to | 

the ſerious confideration of the ſchiſmatice| | 
| patriarch 
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patriarebs, who in theſe days of mourning for 
the church, have not been aſhamed to proſti— 
tute a venerable character. Their impoſition 
of hands has communicated to others the cha- 
rater with which themſelves were inveſted, 
but the validity of the ſacrament in this caſe 
was an aggravation of their ſacrilegious at- 
tempt. They have done what Judas might 
have done, had he lived long enough to ſerve 
the church as he ſerved his maſter. His con- 
| ſecration too would have been valid; but its 
validity would have crowned his treachery by 
perpetuating in the church a race of traitors. 

After your example, the biſhops you have 
conſecrated pive the ſame charafter to other 
biſhops and other prieſts rejected by the church. 
The effects of their ordination cannot be pre- 
vented, but ſhe had laid on you the ſevereſt 
injunctions not to grant it, Vou are rebels to 
the church, and he that ſins againſt her ſins 
againſt God, 

After your example, theſe pretended mi- 
niſters preſume to bind and to unbind; but 
their ablolution 1s invalid and null, becauſe 
they are not ſent by the church. If they 
preach, if they inſtruct, if they anoint the ſick, 
if they ſing the praiſes of God in our temples, 
they are guilty of rebellion againſt the church 


and 
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and their ordination only aggravates their 
guilt. Their ſacred charatter binds them in 
a particular manner to the ſervice of the 
church, and the only uſe they make of it is 
to invade her rights and diſobey her man. 
dates. 

It is in vain that the conſtitutional clergy 
appeal from the church to Jeſus Chriſt. It 
is in vain that they urge that though the 
church does not attach miſſion and juriſdic- 
tion to the ſacred character, yet Jeſus Chriſt 
certainly did. The aſſertion is groundleſs, 
and contradicted by the plaineſt documents 
of goſpel hiſtory. 

Jeſus Chriſt on the eve of his paſſion in- 
ſtituted a new ſacrifice, and he appointed his 
apoſtles to offer it up as the true prieſts of 
the new covenant. From that moment they 
were impowered to conſecrate the bread and 
wine in memory of him; but in order to con- 
vince us that the charatter here imprinted on 
their ſouls gave them no power, no authority, 
no juriſdidion over the faithful, he reſerves 
to a future occaſion the other part of the mi- 
niſtry which is to make the prieſt the judge 
of ſinners. 

He had formerly mentioned this power to 
his apoſtles, but on the eight day after his re- 

ſurrec- 
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ſurrection he aQtually gives it to them, by 
breathing on them, and ſaying, Receive ye the 
Holy Ghoſt, whoſe fins you ſhall remit, they ſhall be 
remitted to them, and whoſe fins you retain ſhall be 
retained, John 20. But to mark ſtill more 
ſtrongly the difference between this power aud 
a miſſion from a ſpiritual juriſdiction which 
can alſo authoriſe the exerciſe of it, he does 
not grant this miſſion till a moment before his 
aſcenſion. He then ſays to them; Go, bap- 
tize, teach all nations. Even this is a general 


miſſion to the apoſtles, not a particular one to 


individuals. It is given to the college of the 
apoſtles, and to their ſucceſſors. It is addreſ- 
ſed to all, and all are ordered to go and in- 
ira the whole world *. It is not given to 
individuals; no particular apoſtle is to teach 
the whole world. His perſonal miſſion is ſtill 
a ſecret to him, He 1s told to wait for his 
particular deſtination from the Holy Ghoſt +. 
This divine Spirit will not come down upon 
them till the tenth day after the aſcenſion of 


Docete omnes gentes , . .. euntes in mundum 
univerſum. 

+ Vos autem ſedete in civitate quoad uſque induam ini 

vertute ex alto. Marc. 16. Præcepit eis ab Jeroſolymis 


ne deſcederent ſed expectarent promiſſionem patris. Act. 
OI, | 
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their Lord. He will ſuggeſt to them what- 


_— 


ever Jeſus Chriſt may require of them while 
the infant church is incapable of direQing 
their evangelical labours*. The Holy Ghoſt 
ſhall ſend Philip to announce - Telus Chriſt 
firſt on the road to Gaza, and afterwards to 
different cities from Azot to Ceſarea. AR, 
Ap. c. 8. He ſhall reveal to Peter the pro- 
per moment for preaching the goſpel to the 
Gentiles. Ibid. cap. 11. He ſhall give a par- 
ticular miſſion to Paul and Barnaby to carry 
the light of faith to Selencia, Salamena, and 
Paphos. He ſhall prevent Paul and Timo- 
thy from going, as they intended, into the 
provinces of Aſia and Bithynia T. He ſhall 
chain down Paul and him againſt his will to 
Jeruſalem 1. Nothing of all this could hap- 
pen in the ſuppoſition of a general miſſion 
annexed to ordination, nor can the ſucceſſors 
of the apoſtles and diſciples inherit from them 
a miſhon which the apoſtle of the Gentiles 
had never received. 


Ille vos docebit omnia et ſuggeret vobis omnia 
quzcunque dixero vobis. John c. 14. 

+ Vetiti ſunt a Spiritu Santo loqui verbum Dei in 
Aſia, Ibid. c. 16. v. 6. 

+ Alligatus ego ſpiritu vado in Jeruſalem, Ibid, c. 
20. v. 22. | 
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If an univerſal miſſion was given to all the 
apoſtles, how comes it to paſs that under the 


eyes of theſe apoſtles, and by the ſpecial di- - 


retion of the prince of the apoſtles, it was 
confined in the perſon of James the Minor to 
the ſee of Jeruſalem? Had he not heard, or 
had he forgotten the 1njunttion of his divine 
Maſter to go and teach all nations, or know- 
ing did he tranſgrels it? 

Let not the conſtitutional clergy then boaſt 
that their ordination ſets them on a level with 
the apoſtles and diſciples whole ſucceſſors they 
pretend to be, and that they enjoy the ſame 
univerſal juriſdiction in virtue of that com- 
miſſion; Go and teach all nations. This is a 
wretched Tophiſm. Your ordination cannot 
give you what the ordination of the apoſtles 
did not give them. Therefore it does not 
give you a miſſion which the apoſtles did not 
receive till a conſiderable time after their or- 
dination; therefore it does not give you that 
Juriſdiction which the apoſtles derived from 
their miſſion. If like them you have received 
that general commiſſion, Go and teach all na- 
tions, wait like them for that particular, that 
perſonal miſhon which is to give you all your 
powers. | | | 

You inſiſt that your ordination has made 
you equal to the apoſtles. Be it ſo. But I 
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do not find that you pretend to have received 
the plenitude of grace infuſed into their ſouls 
by the deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt. By his 
immediate influence were all their ſteps di. 
rected. To you he ſpeaks through the mouth 
of his church. Wait then as they did for his 
particular appointment, leſt you be diſappoint- 
ed as St. Paul was, when deſirous to enter up- 
on a territory which his general commiſſion 
did not reach. | 

But you carry your pretenſions ſtill far- 
ther; you are not only equal to the apoſtles, 
you are ſtill more favoured than they were. 
They were biſhops and prieſts long before 
they had any miſhon, any juriſdiction, and 
you would have us believe that what Jeſus 
Chriſt did not for them he has done for you. 

When you ſay that your ordination puts 
you on a level with the apoſtles, you cannot 
ſurely mean to include the inferior clergy. 
They are not the ſucceſſors of the apoſtles, 
but of the diſciples. Now the general com- 
miſhon was not addreſſed to them. When 
Jeſus Chriſt is about to iſſue his commiſſion 
ke ſpeaks to his apoſtles only“. This miſſion 


Et accedens Jeſus locutus eſt eis dicens, Math. c. 


28. Y. 18. | | 


call 


C.W- 1 


can therefore never reach them, but the apoſ- 
tles or their ſucceſſors who are to mark out 
to them the portion of the flock which they 
are to guide and teach. As to the digni- 
fied clergy, they are to conſider themſelves 
as forming a part of that body to which 
the general commiſſion applies. This body, 
or the head of this body, muſt direct the 
movements of each individual. No authori- 
ty, no juriſdiftion can be carried beyond the 
boundaries marked out by the councils or the 
Pope. 

Your ordination has made you a biſhop, 
but it has done nothing more. A general 


miſſion is never mentioned through the whole 


ceremony. On the contrary you are ex- 
preſsly told that you ſhall be confined to a li- 
mited juriſdidtion. It is not ſaid, Receive 
the goſpel, go and preach to all nations ; but 
Go and inſtru the people. entruſted to your 
care®. -. 

leſus Chriſt declares that as he was ſent, 
ſo he ſends you. As my Father has ſent me, 
Jo I ſend you. He adds, He that hears you hears 


* Accipe evangelium et vade prædica popnlo tibi 
commiſſo. Pontif, Rom. de Conſec, Epiſ. 
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me, and he that deſhiſes you deſpiſes me. Sent as 
Jeſus Chriſt was ſent, act as he acted. He 
pretends to no univerſal miſſion, but ſent to 
announce the goſpel to the poor, they are the 
conſtant object of his inſtructions “. He i; 
only ſent to the ſheep of Iſrael which have 
periſhed T. If he has told you, that he who 
hears you, hears him, he has likewiſe ſaid, Le 
him that. hears not the church be as a pagan or 4 
publican. You are a miniſter of the church, 
you mult receive your commiſſion from her, 
or all your functions will be either invalid or 
criminal. | 
Miniſters of ſtate receive their commiſſion 
from the prince, and ſhall the miniſters of the 
church be independent on her authority ! 
And ſhall the ordination they receive from 
her be the ground of this independence. You 
ſurely are not aware of the conſequences that 
muſt reſult from this doctrine: conſequences 
too abſurd.to be admitted by any ſober mind. 
You challenge a miſſion from thoſe words, 60 
and preach the goſpel to the whole world—teack 
and baptize. But thele words, inſtead of giving 


Erangelizare pauperibus miſit me , . . . paupercs 
evangelizantur. 

+ Non ſum miſſus niſi ad oves quæ perierunt Yomus 
Iſrael. Math. c. 15. | 
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a ſimple power, contain a poſitive injunction. 
The apoſtles underſtood them in this ſenſe, 
and obeyed. How comes it that you who 
pretend that your ordination puts you upon a 
level with them, follow a different line of con- 
duct? Called to the miniſtry, you meaſure 
out your ſervices by your own will, or per- 
form no ſervices at all. 

I think I have now ſufficiently proved 
that this boaſted miſſion and juriſdiction is 
arbitrary and unfounded, having not the leaſt 


" WE foundation in the nature of juriſdiction and 

& ordination. The reader may already per- 
1 ceive that it 1s inſulting and injurious to the 
© WE church, by depriving her of the ſervices of 
f thoſe who have been particularly deſtined for 
n WS the miniſtry. But the proof of my ſecond 
U & propoſition will afford farther evidence on 


this head. 


SECOND PROPOSITION. 


There 1s nothing in the practice, nothing 
gin the conſtant diſcipline of the church which 
does not ſtrongly militate againſt the pretend- 
ed nnion of ordination and juriſdiction. 

I maintain that every practice, every law of 
the church militates againſt this union, which 


ſuppoſes 


us 
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ſuppoſes that the biſhop and the prieſt carry 
not about them the right of juriſdiction, a, 
they do the dignity of their ſacred charaQter, 
every law whilſt admitting the character, re- 
ſtrains the juriſdiction; every law which inva- 
lidates every act of juriſdiction, reſting only 
on the charatter imprinted by ordination. 

I believe I may venture to aſſert, without 
the danger of oppoſition, that if Jeſus Chriſt 
has inſeparably united the two powers of cha- 
rafter and juriſdiction, it is ſtrange, it is incon- 
ceivable that the church ſhould have aQted at 
all times and in all places, as if ſhe believed 
in the prieſtly character, but denied his juril- 
diction; it is inconceivable that the biſhops 
and prieſts themſelves ſhould have ated as if 
their ordination had given them no juriſdic- 
tion; that they ſhould have ſubmitted, with- 
out oppoſition, to laws which forbid, under the 
ſevereſt cenſures, the exerciſe of any autho- 
rity in virtue of their ſacred charafter; that 
they ſhould conſider all ſuch atts of * 
tion as invalid and null. | 

Open the hiſtory of the church, conſult her 
venerable monuments. The reſearches of the 
conſtitutional clergy have been rather unfor- 
tunate. After turning over the decrees, the 
canons and the laws of the church, they have 

| not 


UL | 
dot been able to point out one ſtatute, one de- 
ciſion of councils or popes, which expreſles or 
ſuppoſes the pretended identity, union and in- 
diviſibility of the prieſtly character and juriſ- 
dition. What they have not hitherto founds 
they may deſpair of finding. 

Baffled in theſe reſearches, they have had 
recourſe to the firſt ages of chriſtianity. At 
that early period they tell us, that the prieſt 
once ordained poſſeſſed ſacerdotal juriſdic- 
tion in the church to which he belonged. We 
might aſk them, on what record they ground 
their aſſertion. But ſuppoſing it to be true, 
that in the ſo early days of chriſtianity, every 


prieſt from the moment of his ordination did 


poſſeſs juriſdiction; ſuppoſing it to be true, 
that from that moment the prieſt was em- 
powered to bind and unbind, to adminiſter 
the ſacraments, to preach the word of God, to 
perform all the other functions of the miniſtry 
in the church to which he was appointed, does 
all this prove that juriſdiction was given by 
ordination' alone ? 

If in theſe early ages, the biſhops took care 
to admit to holy orders a number of men 
barely ſufficient to fill the miniſtry; if no man 
was admitted who was not appointed to the 
ſervice of a particular church; will this prove 
oo that 
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that it was in virtue of his ordination, and not of 
the miffion which accompanied it, that he per- 
formed theſe funAions ? 

It was a wife law which attached every 
prieſt to a particular altar. As long as this 
law remained in force, the faithful were never 
ſhocked with the ſight of a ſtrolling vagabond 
clergy, they never ſaw prieſts without employ- 
ment, exhibiting in various places and by va- 
rious ſhapes, their uſeleſs, and too frequently 
their ſcandalous exiſtence. The prieſt was 
ordained, and at the fame moment he was 
ſent, and the neceſſary juriſdidtion accompa- 
nied the miſſion. But I maintain that it was 
not ordination but miſhon that gave him ju- 
riſdittion. To difprove this, it will not be 
ſufficient to produce prieſts exerciſing their 
functions in a particular church. Vou muſt 
ſhew them in virtue of their character exerciſing 
the ſame miniſtry in all churches where they 
may happen to be. If juriſdiction does not 
follow them every where, I have reaſon to 
conclude that it is not inherent in their ordi- 
nation. But I go ſtill further. If they do 
not ſhew that not only thoſe prieſts were ac- 


tually exereiſing ſome of their functions, but 


that the functions they exerciſed required 
juriſdiction, they prove nothing. If it 
22795 be 


1 


be true that ſome could baptiſe and 
preach, and they could not abſolve, I 
muſt be allowed to conclude, that juriſ- 
dition was confined within limits which 
were unknown to ordination. But that biſhops 
and prieſts never claimed an univerſal juriſ- 
dition over all churches,that prieſts enjoyed it 
not even in their own, is clearly eſtabliſhed by 
the canons of our general councils, 

In this ſuppoſition alone can they account 
for the ancient uſage of attaching every prieſt 
to a particular church, for the ſevere cenſures, 
for the marked contempt with which thoſe were 
treated who abandoned theſe firſt engagements. 
For why ſhould this change of altar be conſi- 
dered as a ſpiritual divorce, if the authority 
he enjoyed in the firſt church, neceſſarily ac. 
companied him toall others? If by divine in- 
ſtitution, not only his character, but ſpiritual 
juriſdiction attends him every where, what 
power on earth ſhall attempt to puniſh him for 
_ exerciſing it every where? Shall men preſume 
to circumſcribe a power which Jeſus Chriſt 
has granted without reſtriction? Yet certain it 
is, that no ſooner have a few biſhops and prieſts 
ſet the example of this deſertion of their firſt 
engagements, and ventured to exerciſe their 
functions in other churches, but the councils 
G 2 of 
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of Nice, of Sardica and Carthage enacted the 
ſevereſt decrees to repreſs the audacious at- 
tempt. 

Let neither biſhop, nor prieſt, nor deacon 
© be tranſlated from one town to another, cry 
* out the fathers at Nice. If after this decree 
* of the holy council, any one ſhall attempt it, 
* or conſent to it, let his inſolence be reprel- 
*\{ed, and let the perſon ſo tranſlated be re- 
* ſtored to the church in which he was or- 
* dained biſhop or prieſt. —Thoſe, add the 
* {ame fathers, who abandon the church in 
* which they received their ordination as 
e prieſts, deacons, &c. muſt on no account be 
* received into another church, but they muſt 
* be compelled to return to their own dioceſe, 
* and if they refuſe, they ſhall be excommuni- 
* cated. If any one ſhall preſume to take 
* away a perſon dependent on another, and to 
* ordain him in his church without the con- 
* ſent of his own biſhop, the ordination ſhall 
* remain without effect“. : 


Omni neceſſitate cogieos par eſt redire ad parœcias 
Tpas; pertinace vero excommunicari oportet. Si quis auſus 
ſumere eum qui ad alium pertinet, & in ſua eccleſia ordi- 
Hare non conſentiente proprio epiſcopo, a quo receſſerat 
- - glericus ille, irrita erit hujuſmodi ordinatio. Niczn. 
gan. 15, & 16 | 


The 
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The African councils enforce theſe diſpo- 
ſitions of the Nicene fathers as having the ſanc- 
tion of ſeveral other ſynods. © It has been 
« decreed by many councils, and we hereby 
* confirm ſuch decrees, that no biſhop (ſhall 
take away a clergyman without the conlent 


* of his own prelate*.”” Not only they confirm 
theſe ſtatutes, but add another clauſe forbid- 
ding all prieſts to abandon the principal church 
and go to another eſtabliſhed 1 in the ſame dio- 
celet. 

The council of Sardica alſo enafts, that 
ordination, without the conſent of the biſhop, 
ſhall be reputed null. T. 

The reader need but be moderately con- 
verſant in the hiſtory of the councils, to know 
that theſe canons have been renewed in the 


middle and the latter ages. Our ſynods and 


In multis confiliis hoc ſtatutum eſt, etiam nunc hoc 
confirmandum eſt, ut clericum alienum nullus ſibi præ ri- 
piat præter ejus arbitrium cujus fuerit clericus. Codex 
Eecleſ. Afric. Labbe, tom. 3, 1077, | 

+ Ut nemini fit facultas, relicta principali cathedra, 
ad aliquam eccleſiam in diæceſi conſtitutam ſe transferre. 
Ib. 1093, 

Et hoc univerſi conſtituemus, ut quicumque ex alia 
parochia voluerit ordinare alienum miniſterium- fine con- 
ſenſu epiſcopi ipfius & voluntate ordinare, non fit rata 
ordigatio. Can. 19. 


general 
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general aſſemblies have not been more indy]. 
gent to the biſhops who have attempted to 
carry their juriſdiction beyond their own dio- 
celes. 

They expreſsly tell us, that a biſhop, who 
ſhall preſume to extend his authority beyond 
the dioceſe, to which he is appointed, is guilty 
of an unwarrantable enterpriſe, of the invaſion 
of anotbers rights, and a violation of the ec. 
cleſiaſtical law“. 

At an æra more modern the council g 
Trent pronounces ſtill heavier cenſures on the 
guilty prelate t. 

What now becomes of the univerſal juriſ- 
dition which you pretend to be inherent in the 
biſhop and the prieſt in virtue of their ordi— 
nation? Can you believe that they have a 
right to att every where as prieſts, paſtors, 
apoſtles and judges of ſouls ? Can you believe 
chat they derive this right from Jefus Chriſt, 


Ne parochia cujuslibet epiſcopi alterius civitatis 
epiſcopus canonum temerator invadat & veſanz cupi- 
ditatis facibus inflammatis, ſuiſque admodum non con- 
tentus rapiat alienam, Capitul. Carol, Mag, Baluz. tom. 
"I, Pag, 1114. 

Si ſecus factum fuerit, epiſcopus ab exercitio ponti- 
.Aicalium, & ſic ordinati ab executione ordinum, fint ipſo 


jure ſuſpenſi. Sefl,, de ref. 6, c F. 
while 
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while the church has in all ages adopted the 
moſt determined meaſures to confine it within 
narrow bounds? Can you perſuade yourſelves, 
or can you hope to perſuade us, that the 
church would threaten with her ſevereſt cen- 
ſures, and the inflidtion of exemplary puniſh- 
ment, the exerciſe of a power granted by Jeſus 
| Chriſt without any limitation? 

Perhaps you will tell me, that the church» 
in condemning the exerciſe of the miniſterial 
fundtions out of the precincts appointed, con- 
# ſidered them as illicit, but not as invalid, that 
ſhe aſſumed no other power over juriſdiction 
chen over character. For in your ſyſtem ſhe has 


| no authority over either. If the powers inhe- 


rent in the charafter could become illicit, it 
can only be, becauſe the prieſt having no ju- 
3 | riſdiftion without a miſſion, is immediately 
4 ſubject to the controul of the church, and no 


man can take poſſeſſion of an altar, or exerciſe 
any of his functions legally without her con- 


ſent, 


In your ſyſtem, the reverſe of all this muſt 
beadmitted. A prieft once ordained has not 
only the power, but a right to officiate at all 
our altars, to abſolve in all our tribunals, he is 
every where by divine right a ſuperior, a paſ- 
$ tor, a judge of the faithful. What then can 


prevent 
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prevent him from acting every where not only 
validly, but legally in thoſe ſeveral capacities? 
After all your ingenuity in torturing the let. 
ter and explaining away the ſpirit of the lays 
and uſages of the church ever intent on cir- 
cumſcribing and limiting the functions of the 
prieſt and the biſhop, you will be obliged to 
confeſs that ſhe never believed, or at leaſt that 
ſhe never atted as if ſhe believed any juril. 
diction inherent in charader, any power of the 
keys inſeparably united by God to ordina- 
tion. | 

In the infancy of chriſtianity, the apoſtles 
acknowledged no ſuch juriſdiaion inherent in 
the impoſition of hands. They reſerved to 
themſelves the power of founding churches 
and naming the miniſters. For this purpoſe 
the Holy Ghoſt, direas them into different 
provinces. Paul is unwilling to enter a cih 
which has fallen to the lot of another; he chu- 
ſes to preach the goſpel where it had not been 
preached before; he will not build on a foun- 
dation laid by another“. This conſideration 
alone witholds him from undertaking a jout- 
ney to the imperial city, which he had long 
wiſhed to viſit, and where Peter has preached 


* Sic autem prædicavi, non ubi nominatus eſt Chril- 
tus, ne ſuper alienum fundamentum ædificarem. 


the 
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the faith, and where he himſelf is one day to 
ſeal it with his blood“. 

This miſſion, which regulated the conduct 
of the apoſtles, they ſtrongly recommended to 
the praftice of future ages. No ſooner bad 
they founded a church but they proceeded to 
provide it with a paſtor to whoſe care they 
intruſted this portion of the flock of Chriſt- 
In his commiſſion it is not ſaid, Go and teach 
the world; but teach this people committed to 
your Care. | 

Jeſus Chriſt founded the firſt church, and 
the apoſtles will make ſuch proviſions for its 
ſervice as ſhall be a rule for the practice of 
future ages. James the juſt is appointed bi- 
ſhop of Jeruſalem. In company of the other 
& apoſtles he had heard the general miſſion. 
W But his perſonal miſſion is for the church of 
3 Jeruſalem, and he will not quit it to announce 
che goſpel to other nations. 
= When Paul conſecrated Titus and Timo. 
# thy, the former biſhop of Crete, and the latter 
ol Epheſus, their inſtruQtions are local as is 
& their miſſion, When he ſent from Milcte, for 


 * Propter quod & impediebat plurimum venire ad 
vos; & prohibitus ſum uſque adhuc——Cupiditatem ha- 
bens veniendi ad vos ex multis jam przcedentibus annis. 


the biſhops of Epheſus and the neighbouring 


H cities, 
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cities, he does not recommend all churches to t 
their zeal, but the particular flock which the 0 
Holy Ghoſt had appointed them to govern“. . 
When St. John addreſſes himſelf to the biſhops 5 
of Epheſus, Smyrna, Pergamus and Thyatira, ba 
he does not impute to them the diforders which 5 
had crept into the churches of Sardica, of Phi. WF „ 
ladelphia, or of Laodicea, Thus from the WS ... 
days of the apoſtles down to our own, no vel. 8 
tige is to be found of that general juriſdiQion 

ſaid to be inherent in the prieſtly charafter. 

The church has ever confined the juril. th 
dition of the biſhop and prieſt within che 7 
baunds of the diſtri& and the pariſh ; this ha bi 
been proved, and is ſufficient to overturna 


favourite ſyſtem. But the church has gone 3 
ftill farther, and even within theſe bounds ha 
limited the faculties of her miniſters. * 

Lam willing to believe, that it will be 4 
lowed, that a diſciple of St, John, the ſeconlf | 
fucceſſor to St. Peter in the ſee of Antioch, 
was a competent judge of the powers of de 
prieſthood; and that the prieſts, many | 
whom were ordained by the apoſtles then-W 
ſelves, were not ignorant of the real extent oF +, 


* Attendite vobis & univerſo gregi in quo vos ſpit I 
tus ſanctus poſuit regere eccleſiam Dei. 1 
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the privileges, prerogatives and pre-eminence 
derived from their character. Let us then 
hear Ignatius the martyr. © Let nothing be 
« done in the church without the biſhop, Let 
*no man preſume even to baptize, or to cele- 
*« bhrate the holy myſteries without his permiſ- 
„ fon. What the biſhop approves is ratified 
« by God. He is a ſlave to the devil, who pre- 
« tends to ſerve the church without the appro- 
* bation of the biſhop “.“ 

I wiſh you would pay ſome attention to 
the words of a diſciple of the apoſtles: He is 
a ſlave to the devil who exerciſes the functions 
of the miniſtry without the approbation of the 
biſhop. Here then ends your boaſted charac. 
ter. You inſult your God and his church, by 
adding without a miſſion, and without the ap- 
probation of him who alone is capable of giv- 
ing a ſanQtion to your proceedings. 

I have given you the opinion of a ſucceſ- 
ſor of Peter in the fee of Antioch. I will 
now give that of a ſucceſſor of his in the ſee 


* Sine epiſcopo nemo quidquam faciat eorum quz ad 
eccleſiam ſpetant—Non licet fine epiſcopo neque bapti- 
zare, neque agappen celebrare, ſed quodcumque ille pro- 
baverit ; hoc eſt Deo beneplacitum, ut tutum ratumque 
fit quodcunque agitur.—Qui clam epiſcopo aliquid agit 
diabolo preftat obſequium. Ignat, Epif, ad Smyrn, N 8, 
& 9, Ad Phil, N 76 | | | . | 
| 0 of 
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of Rome, who holds the ſame language, and 
aſſures you, that if you would reconcile fin. 
ners to God in the tribunal of penance, thi; 
can only be done by a miſſion from the bi. 
ſhop®. You will pleafe to take notice, that he 
is not ſpeaking of that public reconciliation, 
that ſolemn judgment which could be pro- 
nounced only by the heads of the hierarchy; 
but of a private abſolution from hidden fins, 
You allow that in the ſolemnity of a public 
judgment your charafter gives you no autho- 
rity, and you have here the teſtimony of a 
Pope in the firſt age of the church, that you 


* Unde Evariſtus papa ait: juſſione epiſcopi de occul- 
tis peccatis preſpyteri paenitentes reconcilient. 

We have cited the authority of Evariſtus, 
| though the words may not be of that Pope; but they 
certainly have the authority of a very ancient tradition: 

the text is cited word for word by Gerard of Tours many 
| | h years before Gratian, and the doctrine it teaches has ne- 

ver been diſputed : in theſe latter times we find the ſame 

authority cited by Delaunay in his excellent work on the 
| rights of epifcopacy. It is therefore of ſmall importance, 
| whether they be the words preciſely of Evariſtus or not. 

'They have the authority of a very ancient tradition, and 

have been often cited as containing an article of doctrine; 

and their ſenſe is perfectly the ſame as that of St. Gregory, 
Pepe: from hence they derive their weight, and for this 
reaſon we attribute them to Evariſtus, as * have 
uſually done, | before us, 


can 
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can have none in the private tribunal of pe- 
nance without a miſſion, We may then ſafely 
conclude that a prieſt, in virtue of his charac- 
ter, has no juriſdiction either public or pri- 
vate. 

The only authority you have thought pro- 
per to quote in favour of your ſyſtem, is that 
of Jerome. With his uſual eloquence this fa- 
ther extols the power, the prerogatives, the 
holineſs of the ſacerdotal charatter. But does 
he tell you that this power is in its exerciſe 
independent on the church ? On the contrary, 
he aſſutes you, that ſuch an independence 
would be productive of as many ſchiſms as 
there are prieſts, that it is lodged: with the 
biſhops for the advantage of the church, that 
you muſt apply to them for a miſſion if you 
would preſerve the unity of faith®*, 

Perhaps you will pay ſome regard to the 
opinion of St. Gregory of Tours. This holy 
prelate declares, that to aſſume any autho- 
rity, to exerciſe any of the paſtoral functions 
without a miffion from the biſhop, is a he- 


5-0 


* Ecclefiz ſalus in ſummi ſacerdotis dignitate pen- 
det, cui ſi non exors quædam et eminens datur poteſtas, 
tot inecclefiis efficientur ſchiſmata quot ſacerdotes. Adv. 
Lucif, 


rely. 


Fai 


reſy*, The reaſon aſſigned by the holy pre. 
late deſerves a particular notice. He ſays 


that authority belongs to him who js appointed | 
to the cure of ſouls. This is exactly the point : 
which we have wiſhed to eſtabliſh. Either . 
ſhew us the ſouls which were committed to 5 
your care at your ordination, or pretend not 
that ordination has given you any puriſdiftion 
| over fouls. | 
To "theſe clear, theſe deciſive teſtimonics, 1 
I will add the authority of one of the greateſt , 
luminaries ofthe church. I mean St. Gregory, 7 
Pope. This learned father has taken great : 
pains to inveſtigate this matter thoroughly, 8 
and the reſult of his reſearches is, that all au- ys 
thority over ſouls, all power of binding and n 
unbinding belongs to thoſe who filling the place 10 
of the apoſtles have been appointed to the go- * 
vernment of a churchf. He does not exclude 
the inferior clergy from a participation of the ”y 
miniſtry. The biſhop unable to attend perſonally 
Ii 
Nec iſtud fine hæreſi accipi poteſt ut in eccleſia non ti 
obediatur ſacerdoti Dei (epi ſepo) cui ad paſcendum oves Pe 
commiſſæ ſunt, et ille ſe ingerat poteſtati, cui neque a Deo, Cz 
neque ab hominibus aliquid eſt commiſſum. Lib 2, hiſt c 23. oo 
m 


* + Horum profecto nunc in ecclefia epiſcopi locum 
tenent, ligandi atque ſolvendi auctoritatem, ſuſcipiunt qui 
gradum regimenis ſortiuntur. Hom 6 in Joan, 


” 


thing 
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to every thing may ſtand in need of their 
aſſiſtance. Their charaRter fits them for the ſer- 
vice,to them he will delegate part of his autho- 
rity to reconcile ſinners to their offended God, 
to conduct the m in the path of repentance, and 
to pronounce over them the words of ſalva- 
tion“. ö 
If the authority of theſe holy doQors of the 
primitive age of the church do not convince 
you, hear what the moſt celebrated councils 
of antiquity have defined on the ſubje&. The 
canons of the apoſtles will aſſure you, that 
notwithſtanding your prieſtly character, you 
would be guilty of great temerity, if you pre- 
ſumed to exerciſe any functions without a li- 


ſon, becauſe to him is given the care of ſouls, 
and he is to anſwer for thoſe which he com- 
mits to your direttionf. 


* Sunt autem minoris ordinis ſacerdotes, qui vide- 
licet in adjutorium majorum peccata delinquentium ſub- 
tiliter inveſtigant.—Non enim qui ſanctis eccleſiis præſunt 
per ſemetipſos cuncta agere prevalent; ſed dum ipfi 
cauſis ſpiritualibus occupantur, fi qua prava ac carnalia 
perpetrantur, hæc aliis diſcutienda ac corrigenda com- 
mittunt. InEzeck, I. 2. 3 

+ Preſbyteri et diaconi præter epiſcopum nihil per- 
tentent; nam Domini populus ipfi com miſſus ef, & pro 
animabus eorum hic rediturus eft rationem. Can, apoſt, 40. 
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The council of Nice fpeaks the ſame lan. 
guage, and decrees, that though you have re- 
ceived the ſacred charafter, ſtill if your ordi. 
nation had not the ſanttion of the church, you 
cannot pretend to exerciſe any att of juriſdic- 
tion, the church knows you not, and pays no 
regard to your character“. 

But I will ſuppoſe, that your ordination is 
not liable to the leaſt objeQtion ; Mill the fa- 
thers aſſembled at Laodicea and at Toledo de. 
clare, that without a miſſion from the biſhop, 
your powers are imaginary, your juriſdiction 
nullf. Be particularly careful not to attempt 
the adminiſtration of the ſacrament of pe- 
nance; for the council of Carthage declares, 
that without authority received from the bi- 
ſhop, your abſolution is null, unleſs his abſence 
and the extreme danger of the penitent ſhould 
render it neceſſary}. 

The general and provincial councils of 
more modern times have enforced this diſci- 


* Si qui citra examinationem promoti ſunt preſbyteri, 
eos canon non admittit, Can. q. 

+ Preſbyteri nihil fine præcepto et conſilio epiſcopi 
agant. Laod. c 57. Sine conſcientia epiſcopi nihil penitus 

faciendum. Tol, c 20. 

Ut preſbyter inconſulto epiſcopo non reconciliet pœ- 
nitentem, niſi abſente epiſcopo et neceſſitate cogente. 
2 Carth. 32. 

| pline 


| D 

pline delivered down to them from the earlieſt 
ages of the church. They all declare, that 
without a miſſion from the biſhop, who is the 
only competent judge of public ſinners, no 
prieſt can abſolve from private tranſgreſſions“. 
If you will take the trouble to look into the 
canons publiſhed by Herard of Tourb aout 
the middle of the ninth century, you will find 
the ſame ſtatutes couched in the ſame words as 
were uſed by Evariſtus in the firſt, Tom. 1, 
can. 59, col. 1291. 

In days ſtill nearer to our own, the eaſtern 
churches have publiſhed what has been deli- 
vered to them by a tradition which they can 
trace up to the apoltles}. Zoneras and Balſa. 
mon, in the name of the ſame churches, lay it 
down as a point of the cleareſt evidence, that 
according to the ancient canons no prieſt can 
abſolve without having obtained a licence 
{rom the biſhop?. 


* Omnino non dimittatur ut unuſquiſque preſbyter 
juſſione epiſcopi de occultis tantum judicet, quia de mani- 
teſts epiſcopos ſemper convenit judicare, Baluz, tom 
1, col 958, n. 206. 

Nec gratiam concilies pœnitentibus, niſi accepta ab 
epiſcopo venia; hoc enim vult apoſtolica & paterna ec- 
cleſiz conſtitutio. Niceph. Cartophil, epiſt. ad Theodo- 
rum, apud Leunel, tom. 1, Juriſp. orient. 

4 Qui confefliones excipint, nift epiſcopo conce- 
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Such was the faith and ſuch the diſcipline ot 
of the eaſtern churches down tothe 4th council 
of Lateran. From that period I believe you do 
not diſpute the laws and uſages we have ob. 
jected to you. In the welt theſe laws and 
theſe uſages were preſerved in all their pu- 
rity. You need only look into the council 
of Poiticrs, of Beneventum, of Clermont, 
Rheims, Paris, Oxford, and many more, to be 
convinced of this truth. Not to inſiſt any 
longer on quotations, which may tire your pa— 
tience, I will only add, that the council 6: 
Paris in 1212 decreed, that no prieſt is autho. 
riſed to hear confeſſions without the conſent / 
the proper paſtors and the order of his ſuperiors; 
Can. 12; that a council ſtil] more numeroully 
attended has laid it down as a rule, that if any 
prince on earth ſhould chuſe a prieſt to dire 
and judge his conſcience, unleſs he has ob— 
tained a diſpenſation, ſuch as has been granted 
tothe kings of France, ſuch prieſt ſhall not be- 
come the chaplain of the prince, he ſhall not 
exerciſe any authority over his ſoul without 3 


dente id faciant, neque ligandi neque ſolvendi ullam 
facultatem hahent. Zonar, in concil. Carth. Ex prz- 
ſenti canone evidenter oſtenditur non licere ſacerdotibus 
hominum confeſſiones audire & peccata remittere finc 
epiſcopali permiſſione. Balſam, in can. 7, Concil, Carth. 

miſſion 
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miſſion from the biſhop. This prohibition 
was iſſued by 226 fathers of the council of 
Clermont, with Pope Urban IT. at their head. 
It was not new, but it enforced the diſcipline 
of preceding ages“. What you are not allow- 
ed for the princes of the earth, you ſhall not 
do for their ſubjects. This is another ſtatute 
of the ſame councilt. | 

I had undertaken to prove, that juriſdic- 
tion is not inherent in the prieſtly character, 
that a miſſion was neceſſary to the exercile o 
his ſacred funttions, and I am willing to flat- 
ter myſelf, that the various proofs I bave ad- 
duced, have fully evinced the aſſertion that 
ſuch has ever been the belief and the prac- 
tice of the catholic church. 

That cauſe muſt be deſperate which reſts 
its ſupport on a diſtintion without a diffe- 
rence, on an oppoſition between the ſpiritual 
economy of the church and the inſtitntions 
of its divine founder. Yet this is the laſt 
wretched ſubterfuge to which you are redu- 
ced. You allow indeed, that the church hav- 


* Ut nullus princeps capellanum habeat niſi quem ſibi 
epiſcopus ſuus aut archidiaconus procuratorem animæ de- 
lectum conſtituat. 

＋ Ut nullus preſbyter capellanus alicujus laici eſſe 
poſſit abſque conceſſione epiſcopi, Concil, Clarm, an. 
1095, Can, 18. | 
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ing eſtabliſhed a hierarchy, it was incumbent 
on her to enatt ſuch laws as were beſt calcy. 
lated to ſecure its duration. But then you 
contend that none of theſe laws could repcal 
or annull a juriſdiction granted by Jeſus Chrilt 
himſelf to his miniſters. The caſe is unfairly 
ſtated. The hierarchy which fubjects the 
prieſthood to the controul of the biſhops, was 
not eſtabliſhed by the church. She received 
it from Chriſt himſelf, and it is her duty to 
maintain it. The ſubordination of the clergy 
is not an eccleſiaſtical law revocable at will; 
it is of divine inſtitution and pre-eminent to 
all authority. This propoſition is of faith“. 
As long as this hierarchy ſubſiſts, it will be ne. 
ceſſary jure diuino that the prieſtly functions and 
miſſion ſhould be dependent on the higher or- 
der of clergy, as in this dependence alone the 
ſpiritual hierarchy of the church conſiſts. 
This ſubordination and dependence is not 
reſtricted to the prieſts alone, but reaches the 
higher orders of the clergy, There exiſted in 
the ancient church a dignified claſs of men 
known by the name of Chorepiſcopi. They 


* 


* * $i quis dixerit in eceleſia catholica non eſſe hier- 
archĩiam divina ordinatione inſtitutam, quæ conſtat ex 
epiſcopis, preſbyteris & miniſtris, anathema ſit, Trid. 
73, Can, 6, | 
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had received the epiſcopal charatter, but could 
exerciſe no juriſdiction but what was granted 
by the biſhop of the dioceſe. In towns and 
villages they acted only as curates or paſtors 
of the inferior order“. The council of An- 
tioch permits them to give the minor orders, 
but forbids them, under pain of depoſition, to 
ordain prieſts or deacons without authority 
from the biſhopt. - 

But let us come to a caſe ſtill more in 
point. A biſhop is driven from his dioceſe 
he flies for protettion to a neighbouring 
biſhopric, he 1s cordially received and ad- 
mitted as a member. What will be the con- 
ſequence ? Can he exerciſe his functions with- 
out a licenſe from the dioceſan? No. But he 
is unanimouſly elected by the people biſhop of 
another dioceſe, and a formal proceſs confirms 
the election; will this alter the caſe? No, if 
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Qui in villis & vicis conſtituti ſunt chor-epiſcopi, 
tametſi manus impoſitionem ab epiſcopo ſuſceperunt, & 
ut epi ſcopi ſunt conſecrati, tamen placuit ſantz ſynodo 
eos oportere modum proprium retinere. | 

+ Non autem preſbyterum non diaconum audeant or- 
dinare præter conſcientiam epiſcopi civitatis, vel ec- 
cleſiæ cui adjacens invenitur, ſeu ipſe ſeu regio in qua 
præeſſe dignoſcitur. Quod fi quis prevaricari auſus fue- 
rit, deponi eum eſſe debere. 1 Antioch, can 10, 


What 
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ſuch eleQion and confirmation are not approv- 
ed by the church“. 

What 1 have hitherto ſaid may ſeem ap- 
plicable only to individuals of the clerical or- 
der. I am now to ſhew you that collective 
bodies met with the ſametreatment. In every 
age of-the church the biſhop was attended by 
a numerous clergy. They followed him to 
the altar, they ſang the praiſes of God with 
him, they formed his council, but here their 
functions ceaſed. Did they wiſh to preach the 
word of God in the preſence of the biſhop ? St. 
Auguſtin was the firſt that obtained this permiſh- 
on to the aſtoniſhment of the African churches. 
Ceaſe then to appeal to antiquity for a ſanftion 
to the pretended union of character and juriſ- 
diction. 

There were in our country, there were in 
all catholic countries magnificent churches in 
towns and villages, unconnetted with the pa- 
riſhes, whoſe numerous body of prieſts cele- 
brated the divine myſteries, but never at- 
temptedan act of juriſdifion in virtue of their 
charatter. 


= Si quis vacans epiſcopus in vacantem eccleſiam 


 irrumpens ſedem arripuerit abſque perfecta ſynodo, is {it 


ejectus etiamſi omnis populus quem invaſit, eum elegerit. 
1 Antioch, can, 16, Chalced, Seſſ. 11. 
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I come now to canonical confirmation 
without which no man was ever conſidered as 
a paſtor of the church. The conſtitutional 
writers have ſaid ſo much on this ſubjeR, that 
little remains for me to add to their laborious 
inveſtigation. They have told us that canoni- 
cal confirmation has varied; they have recal- 
led our attention to the practice of the primi- 


tive church. All this we knew before. In 


thoſe days the confirmation of biſhops ele& 
belonged to the metropolitans, the patriarchs, 
the councils, or to the ſenior biſhop of the 
province. We never contended that this pre- 
rogative was always annexed to the papacy. 
Our argument is wholly independent on this 
circumſtance, and is concluſive againſt your 
favourite poſition, that ordination alone gives 
juriſdiction. For thus we reaſon. If this 
were really the caſe, why was confirmation 
ever, why was it always thought neceflary to 
the biſhop elett; and why did he never claim, 
never obtain any ſpiritual juriſdiction till he 
had received his confirmation from him or 
them who were appointed to grant it? I am 
ready to allow, that elettion and confirmation 
were frequently united as coming from the 
ſame quarter, but I infiſt on the neceſſity of 
confirmation, and I am ſupported in my aſ- 
ſertion 
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ſertion by an authority to which you can have 
no ſolid objettion®, We are not here enquir- 
ing, by what methods, or through whole hands, 
the church has granted confirmation, we wiſh 
to convince you, that beſides charafter and 
election, it has in all ages been neceſſary to 
receive confirmation, and that the want of it 
has ſet election aſide t. 

The juriſdiction which election, ordina- 
tion and character cannot give without con- 
firmation, is given by confirmation alone. 
The moment the biſhop-ele& is confirmed, 
and before he is conſecrated, . he validly exer- 
ciſes all the functions annexed to the epiſcopal 
juriſdiction. This has ever been the belief and 
the practice of the church. | 

To remove every doubt concerning a mat- 
ter ſo deciſive, I beg leave to refer you to the 
hiſtory of our own country. You will there 
meet with the famous controverſy long agitated 


Si abſque electione metropoli, cleri conſenſu, vel 
civium fuerit in eceleſia intromiſſus, ordinatio ipſius ſe- 
cundum ftatuta patrum irrita habeatur. 5 Conc, Paris, 
can. 35. 

+ Confirmationem electionis petere non omittat. 
Quad ſi juſto impedimento ceſſante intra trimeſtre tem- 
pus omiſerit, electio ipſo jure evacuatur, Conc. 2, Lugd. 
Greg. 10, de elec. in 6, c. 5 & 6. 
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between the popes and our kings, when no 
bulls were iſſued, no confirmation given to our 
biſhops; what was the condutt of the Galli- 
can church at ſocritical a juntture? The king 
continued to name to the vacant ſees, and they 
were often filled by prelates drawn from other 
dioceſes. They repaired to their reſidence ; 
they were put into poſſeſhon of their tempo- 
ralties; but they had no bulls, no confirma- 
tion; juriſdiction had devolved on the chap- 
ter by the vacancy of the ſee. To this chap- 
ter they became grand vicars. Here was a 
concurrence of extraordinary circumſtances. 
The members of the chapter had not received 
the epiſcopal character, and the biſhops, with- 
out a miſſion from them, could exerciſe no ſpi- 
ritual juriſdiction“. The curates, without 
the approbation of the biſhops, were exactly 
in the ſame predicament. Without canoni- 
cal inſtitution they enjoyed the temporal emo- 
luments of their livings, but it they preſumed 
to exerciſe their paſtoral functions, the church 
alarmed for the ſalvation of their flocks, ſoon 
repreſſed the attempt. All this happened at a | 
time when the Gallican church poſſeſſed many 
prelates diſtinguiſhed by their virtues and 
their talents. Unawed by the frowns of their 


See the works of Arnaud, tom. 37, page 682. 
K lovereign, 


1 
ſovereign, and unfettered with prejudices in 
favour of the court of Rome, they drew a 
middle line, and the wiſdom of their conduct 
ſhould convince poſterity, that they had no 
faith in the union of character and juriſdic— 
tion. 

The faith of the Gallican church was that 
of all other churches. The power of ſuſpen- 
fon and excommunication, and a long liſt of 
other cenſures, has always been claimed, and 
often exerciſed, by the church without recla- 
mation. They do not affect the ſacred cha- 
racter of the biſhop or the prieſt, but they 
mortify, they limit, they annul their juriſdic— 
tion. By the ſentence of excommunication, 
not only all authority, but all communication 
ceaſes between the paſtor and the flock. 

Schiſmatical and heretical prieſts, an Arius, 
a Pelagius, a Luther, when ſevered from the 
body of the church, did not forfeit their cha- 
racter; but you will not be abſurd enough, 
or wicked enough to ſay, that they preſerved 
all the authority of her catholic miniſters. 
You will not thus attempt to palliate uſurpa- 
tion and intruſion. But I muſt not omit to 
*remark, that in your ſyſtem theſe are chime- 


- 


+ See Diſcourſe on the powers of thoſe who are ap- 
pointed to benefices by the king. 
rical 
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rical ideas, unmeaning ſounds. For if every 
prieſt has, with his charatter, received a com- 
miſſion to feed every flock, where is the in- 
truſion? If he has the jurifdiction of a true 
paſtor, where is the uſurpation ? There can be 
no ſchiſm, if the church is obliged to acknow- 
ledge every prieſt without exception to be the 
paſtor of Chriſt, the envoy of Jeſus Chriſt, 
and enjoying all the juriſdiction, competence 
and authority granted by Jeſus Chriſt. Why 
then was the church alarmed at the defection 
of Fortunatus, of Novatus and Donatus ? 
Why did ſhe iſſue her anathemas againſt Au- 
dius, the Euſebiens, the Eultathiens, the Lu- 
ciferians, Dioſcores, Arſaces and Photius ? 
Why do we weep over the fatal diviſion that 
ſtill prevails between the eaſtern and weſtern 
churches? 

What a pity it 1s, that men ſhould be dri- 
ven to the wretched ſhift of involving the 
plaineſt truths in obſcurity, and thus perplexing 
the minds of the timid and deluding the igno- 
rant! And yet to ſpeak impartially, what other 
courſe could the infatuated diſciples of the 
apoſtate of Autun hold? They had embarked 
in the ſame war with Luther, and they em- 
ployed the ſame weapons. He had boldly at- 
tributed all juriſdiftion, authority and compe- 
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tence to ordination, and they drew theirs from 
no other ſource. To men thus diſpoſed, men 
whom the church had not ſent, men whom ſhe 
refuſed to receive, it was vain to repreſent the 
maxims of venerable antiquity, or the diſci- 
pline of more modern times? Engaged in the 
ſame cauſe with him, you have adduced the 
ſame arguments. Like him you have advan- 
ced with effrontery and maintained with ob- 
ſtinacy a ſyſtem of ſpiritual democracy, which 
cannot be reconciled to the dottrine of the 
church, Like him you have incurred the 
guilt of hereſy. This may appear a heavy 
charge. I am now to ſhew that it is not ill- 
founded. 


Trikd PROPOSITION. 


There is nothing in the doQrinal deciſions 
of the church, which does not ſtrongly. mili- 
tate againſt the pretended union of ordina- 
tion and juriſdiction, 

I challenged the dottors of the new church 
to ſhew us a ſingle law or uſage in the whole 
hiſtory of the church which would afford a 


and juriſdiction. They have not thought 
proper to anſwer it. But I am convinced, 
| they 


proof of the pretended union of ordination 
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they would have prevented the requiſition, if 
their elaborate reſearches had furniſhed them 
with a fingle inſtance that could ſupport their 
aſſertion. I do not expect more ſatisfaction 
from the preſent challenge. I call upon them 
to produce any one deciſion of the church, 
any one reſcript of the popes, any one canon 
of a Catholic Council, either general or pro— 
vincial, or any other authority whatever, from 
which we may, either diredly or indirectly, 
iafer the inſeparable union of charatter and 
; juriſdiftion. I have long waited for an an- 
lwer, and I believe I may long wait in vain. 
: Let us ſee if from the ſame ſources of infor- 
mation we can draw nothing to juſtify our 
aſſertion. 
I will begin with the fourth council of La- 
Fteran. This was a general council, and com- 
Wpolcd of members as numerous as they were 
Wrcſpeftable. Four hundred and twelve biſhops, 
Weventy-one primates or metropolitans from 
We! parts of the chriſtian world, eight hundred 
bots, priors, dottors and proQtors aſſembled. 
he deciſions of this council are univerſally 
eceived as articles of faith. Let us turn to 
oe twenty-firſt canon. It enatts, that all the 
Waichful ſhall confeſs at leaſt once a year to 
eeir proper paſtor; but if, for particular rea- 
_ ſons, 


EC 3 

ſons, any one ſhould chuſe to make uſe of 
another prieſt, it then orders him to petition 
and obtain permiſſion from his proper paſtor 
becauſe without it no prieſt can ablolve him 
from his fins*, _ 

From this text of the council the inference 
is obvious. There is a prieſt who is my pro. 
per paſtor, who. is authoriſed to teach, and to 
whoſe advice I am bound to hearken; and 
there are other prieſts inveſted with the ſamc 
charatter, who have no power, no authority, 
no juriſdiction over me. It is of faith, that no 
prieſt, who is not my paſtor, or who has not 
permiſhon from my paſtor; can abſolve or re- 
tain my fins; it is of faith, that the priellly 
character can exiſt without juriſdiction; there- 
fore juriſdiction is not effentially annexed to 
character and ordination. What now becomes 
of your favourite ſyſtem ? 

If you plead a diſtinction between dottri- 
nal deciſions and regulations of diſcipline, ! 
am ready to admit it; but I find them both 
involved in this canon of the council of Late- 
ran. Diſcipline direQs your conduR, it tells 


Si quis autem alieno ſacerdoti voluerit juſta de 
cauſa, ſua confiteri peccata, licentiam prius poſtulet & ob- 
tineat a proprio ſacerdote, cum alter ipſum non pofft {ol- 
vere vel igare, Can. 21, 
' you 


4 


1 

you what you muſt do, and in what ma nt 
muſt be done. As the manners have varied 
according to time and circumſtances, ſo has 
diſcipline. 

The dogm diretts your faith, and lays be- 
fore you the truth which you mult believe. 
Truth is always the ſame, and therefore 
the dogm never varies. Let us apply this 
to the canon before us. Confeſs your fins 
once a year to your paſtor, or to a prieſt ap- 
proved by him. This is what you are to do, 
It is a point of diſcipline. He alone can ab. 
ſolve you from your fins. This is the dogm, 
it is what you are to believe. It is a truth, and 
can never vary. What was thus pronounced 
by a general council, has been repeated by pro- 
vincial ſynods and national aſſemblies of the 
clergy. 1f the ſynod of Nicohe forbids all 
prieſts not approved by the biſhop to hear 
confeſſions, it gives the reaſon aſſigned by the 


council of Lateran, becauſe the abſolution of 


ſuch prieſt would only. deceive the faithful“. 
If the ſtatutes of Avignon enatt the ſame dil. 
abling clauſe, they expreſsly add that the 


prieſt, without approbation, bas no juriſdic. 


* Ex hoc enim decipi contingit fideles. Concil. 
Hard. tom 7, col. 1699. 
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tion, excepting only in the article of death“, 
And becauſe ſome of the inferior clergy had 
preſumed to delegate their juriſdiction to 
prieſts not approved by the biſhop; yet care 
was taken to obviate the miſchief, and to pre. 
vent the invalidity of the facramentt. 

Theſe deciſions were not called for by 
encroachments of an enemy, they were meant 
as a declaration of the belief of ſucceeding 
ages. When Luther and Calvin aroſe, and 
erefing the ſtandard of rebellion, attacked the 
moſt ſacred tenets of the ancient faith, the 
church met them with her thunders. When 
Luther withdrew himſelf from the church of 
Rome, he reſigned to her all her juriſdiction. ]. 
now became incumbent on him to prove that 
it was no longer neceſſary. He argued, that 
in the tribunal of penance, the prieſt could 
not ſtand in need of it, becauſe he afted noi 


* Cum aliter liberam juriſdictionis ſimul & ordinis, 


nifi in articulo mortis, non habeat poteſtatem. Ital Avcn, 


anno 1447. 


+ Proprius ſacerdos non potuit talibus dare juriſdic. 


tionem five poteſtatem talem (abſolvendi) ſed epiſcopus 
ſolus poteſt illis qui ſunt in ſuo epiſcopatu. non tamen 
alis qui ſunt in aliis epiſcopatibus. St. Raymond de 
Pennafort, de pœnit. tit. 34. Oportet licentiatum eſſe 
ab ordinario, ſcilicet ab ipſo epiſcopo. St. Bonav. in 4 
diſtinc. 19, art 3, queſt. 1, in concl. 
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as judge, but only made a declaration that the 
penitent's ſins were remitted. On the other 
hand, the council of Trent, compoſed of bi- 
ſhops and doctors from all parts of the catho- 
lic world, begins by declaring, that the func. 
tions of the prieſt in that tribunal were not 
reduced to a mere miniſterial act, to a decla- 
ration of the remiſſion of fin, but was really 
and truly a judicial proceſs, in which the prieſt 
acts as judge“. This is the doArine of the 
church, and the council proceeds to pronounce 
ſentence on thoſe who ſhall dare to oppoſe it. 
Si quis dixerit abſolutionem ſacramentalem ſa- 
cerdotis non eſſe actum judicialem—anatheme ſit. 
Se /. 14, can. 6. 

Luther treated as an innovation the cuſ— 
tom of aſking juriſdiction for the exerciſe of 
the prieſtly functions in the tribunal of pe. 
nance. I wiſh the gentlemen, who have not 
been aſhamed to renew this imputation, and 
to ſubſcribe to it upon oath with their theolo.. 
gical attorney, would conſider the declara- 


Non eſt (abſolutio) ſolum nudum miniſterium, vel 
annunciandi evangelium, vel declarandi remiſſa eſſe pec- 
cata; fed ad inſtar actus judicialis, quo ab ipſo, velut a 
judice, ſententia pronunciatur, Trid. ſell, I 4, cap. 6. 

See the expoſition de lopinion de M. Camus ſouſ- 
crite par quelques pretres deputcs, 
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tion of the council on this ſubject. As no 
judge can pronounce ſentence but on perſons 
amenable to his tribunal, fo the church of God 
has ever beheved, and the holy council de. 
clares, that this belief is grounded on eternal 
truth; that the abſolution of the prieſt is null, 
who has neither ordinary nor delegated juril. 
_ dittion®. 

Do you believe what always has been, 
what always will be believed by the church? 
If you do, you muſt renounce your favourite 
tenet, that every prieſt enjoys juriſdiftion o- 
ver all the faithful. The council here points 
out many who have it not. It followed 
from the dottrine of Luther, and it evidently 
follows from yours, that a prieſt once ordain- 
ed poſſeſſed unlimited juriſdittion over all 
ſinners and every ſpeciesof ſin; that the church 
exceeded her powers by reſerving the abſolu- 
tion from certain tranſgreſſions to particular 
prieſts, that it was a political meaſure adopted 
by man, but of no effect in the ſight of God. 


” Quoniam igitur natura & ratio judicii illud expol- 
cit, ut ſententia in ſubditos dumtaxat feratur; perſuaſum 
ſemper in eccleſia Dei fuit, & veriſſimum eſſe ſy nodus hzc 
confirmat nullius momenti abſolutionem eam eſſe debere, 
quam ſacerdos in eum profert in quem ordinariam aut 
ſubdelegatam non habet juriſdictionem. Id. cap. 7. 
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Againſt Luther and againſt you the holy coun- 
cil has declared, that this reſervation is of the 
greateſt importance to bridle the paſſions of 
ſinful men. Magnopere ad chriſtian; popul: diſ- 
ciplinam pertinere ſanctiſſimis patribus viſum eft 
ut atroclora quedam & grauora crimina, non a 
guibusvis, fed a ſummis dumtaxat ſacerdotibus 
abſolverentur, Ibid. Again the church declares 
to Luther and to you, that this reſervation is 
not a meaſure of external polity, but fanttioned 
by divine inſtitution“. The intent and mean- 
ingof this decree one would think could not be 
miſtaken, but the council goes on, and cuts off 
from her communion all who ſhall preſume to 
maintain that it is a truth of diſcipline only, 
not at all affecting the validity of the ſacra- 
mentk. | 

It is impoſſible to proſcribe in plainer terms 
the pretended union of ordination and juriſ- 
diction. The character is allowed to be inhe- 
rent in every prieſt, but one only can abſolve 
from the reſerved caſe, he who iſſued the 
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* Hanc autem delictorum reſervationem conſonum 
eſſe divinæ auctoritati, non tantum in externa politià va- 
lere, ſed etiam coram Deo vim habere. Ibid. 

Si quis dixerit epiſcopos non habere jus reſervandi 
ibi caſus, niſi quoad externam politiam, atque adeo ca- 
ſuum reſervationem non prohiberè, quominus ſacerdos a 
reſervatis vere abſolvat, anathema fit. Td. can, 11. 
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cenſure, or his ſuperior* Either renounce 
an opinion ſo adverſe to the doctrine of 
the church, or aſſume not the name of ca- 
tholic. 

The reader may recollect, that in ſtating 
the grounds of the preſent controverſy, we 
diſtinguiſhed the power of character from the 
authority of juriſdiftion. By the former the 
prieſt differs eſſentially from the laity, and is 
put into the hands of the church as capable and 
fit to be employed in the ſacred funQions, 
The. latter is not acquired by ordination, but 
is founded on a miſſion a ſpecial appointment 
of the church, ſpecifying the functions which he 
is authoriſed to perform. We obſerve, that 


* Tt were to be wiſhed, that ſome curates would at- 
tend to theſe words; Jus reſervandi ibi. Hew can they 
pretend an exemption from this reſervation, if the biſhop 


reſerves to himſelf fbi. Some of the parochial clergy have | 8 
experienced many difficulties and much uneaſineſs. Aa of 
little more docility to the mandates of authority and the oc 


weight of evidence would have ſaved them much dil- 
quietude, How cruel was it in a curate to riſk the ſalva- 
tion of his penitenrs on a pretended privilege, which at 
beſt is doubtful, while he ſins by acting as if it were cer: Wi al 
tain? However the claim founded or unfounded does | fy 
not affect the matter now in debate, If there be a fing/e | 
prieſt who cannot abſolve from caſes reſerved to the bi- 
ſhop, it is evident that juriſdiction is not attached to ci. | ol 
dination, * 

from 


E 


ſrom the nature of theſe two powers, it was eaſy 
to conclude, that one might exiſt in the prieſt, 
though he had not yet received the other. 
I am now to ſhew you, that this diſtinction is 
eſtabliſhed beyond the reach of cavil, by a 
dogmatical deciſion of the church. I will 
give you the words in which the ſame council 
of Trent expreſſes it. Though prieſts at 
* their ordination receive the power of remit- 


* ting fins, the holy council decides, that no 
« prieſt, even among the regulars, can hear 
e the confeſſions of ſecular perſons, even of 
e prieſts, or ought to be accounted proper for 
* this function, unleſs he has obtained a bene- 
e fice with cure of ſouls, or at leaſt unleſs the 
4 biſhop, after an examination, if he thinks this 
* proper, or in ſome other method judges him 
e fit for theſe functions, has given his approba- 
* tion, which muſt be gratuitous, and this all 
* privilege and every cuſtom even immemo- 
* rial notwithſtanding®,”” 


The 


* Quamvis preſbyteri in ſua ordinatione a peccatis 
abſolvendi poteſtatem accipiant, decernit tamen ſana 
ſynodus, nullum etiam regularem, poſſe confefliones ſæ- 
cularium, etiam ſacerdotum, audire, nec ad id idoneum 
reputari, niſi aut parochiale beneſicium, aut ab epiſcopis 
per examen, ſi illis videbitur eſſe neceſſarium, aut alias 
idoneus 
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The neceſſity of epiſcopal approbation 
thus forcibly preſſed upon the minds of the 
conſtitutional clergy, could not be uncondi- 
tionally rejected. They ſee that the church 
has at all times maintained it, and made it the 
rule of practice. But here again they have 
recourſe to the old ſtratagem; they confound 
what they cannot elude, and try to puzzle 
where they cannot hope to convince. This 
approbation, they tell. us, inſtead of conferring 
juriſdiction, is a mere declaration of the ido- 
nity, the aptitude, the fitneſs of the prieſt to 
exerciſe the ſacred functions of the miniſtry. 
Let us examine the ſolidity of this arrange- 
ment. This 1donity, this aptitude, prior to 
the declaration of which it is the object, was 
incomplete, without energy, and without ef- 
fea. Every prieſt, at his ordination, received 
a radical power to remit fins, but this power 
could not develope itſelf, could not be called 
into attion, but by an authority marking out 
a particular church he is to ſerve, a particular 
flock he is to govern. - Complete in perſona] 
charatter, it is incomplete as to the authority 
without which the church declares that he is 


idoneus judicetur, & approbationem quz gratis detur, ob- 
tineat; privilegiis, & conſuetudine quacumque, etiam im- 
memozabili, non obſtantibus. 


not 
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not a competent judge in the tribunal of pe- 
nance, that his abſolution is null and void. 
Nullius moment: abſolutionem eam eſſe de- 
bere. 

But I ſhall be told, that the council of 
Trent has not been received in France as to 
matters of diſcipline, and therefore its deci- 
ſions, whatever they may be, cannot affect the 
clergy of that country, And is this only a 
queſtion of diſcipline? It is evidently a point 
of doctrine on which the diſcipline is ſounded. 


forbids the exerciſe of juriſdiftion, and tells 


you, what the church always believed, and 
what ſhe (till believes on the ſubjett. It then 
commands you, under pain of excommunica- 
tion, to admit the neceſſity of a proper miſſion 
or approbation for the validity of theſe func- 
tions. 

I wiſh theſe gentlemen, while they are 
magnifying difficulties and accumulating proofs 
againſt us, would be a little more conſiſtent 
with themſelves. When they were endea- 
vouring to eſtabliſh the indiviſilibity of cha- 
ratter and juriſdiction, they repreſented it as a 
dogmatical point of the firſt magnitude, a- 
gainſt which no laws of diſcipline could form 
a preſcription. But when we objeRt, that this 
pretended indiviſibility is reprobated, cenſu- 
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[ 8 ] 
red and condemned by the council of Trent, 
they rank it among the articles of mere dilci. 
pline which are not received in France. If! 
ſhould impute this glaring contradittion to ig. 
norance, I ſhould pay a bad compliment to 
their underſtandings, and to ſuſpe their ho- 
neſty would wound their pride. And yet to 
ignorance or to diſhoneſty, or to both, muſt 
be attributed ſo mean a ſubterfuge. They 
have not been aſhamed to refer to one of our 
late kings, to Lewis XIV. the law which an- 
nuls every attempt of a prieſt to bind or un- 
bind, without a miſſion from the biſhop. We: 
| . have ſhewn you, that this law was in force 
from the earlieſt ages, and this dogm wa: 
every where believed in all countries, but el. 
pecially in France, and may be found in our 
ſtatutes and councils many centuries beforc 
that monarch ſaw the light, When we pro- 
duce thy law and this dogm in the council of 
Trent, the deciſions of which no catholic can 
refuſe to admit, they have either been ignorant 
enough or diſhoneſt enough to tell us, that 
they have not been received by the Gallican 
church. I think it my duty to vindicate out 
church from the foul aſperſion of hereſy, and 
the envenomed ſhafts of calumny. 


T beg 
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[ beg leave to lay before you the council 
of Sens, a council which reflected great honour 
on the Gallican church, and was the firſt that 
condemned the errors of Luther and Calvin. 
I wiſh you to obſerve, with what zeal and ear- 
neſtneſs it inſtructs and warns * the faithful, 
* that no prieſt can pretend to be authoriſed to 
e preach the word of God, without a miſſion 
from the biſhop or his agents*.” Having 
diſtinctly marked the dogma concerning the 
nullity of abſolution given by a prieſt not ap- 
proved, .it proceeds to eſtabliſh the diſcipline 
upon it. To prevent the eternal perdition 
* of ſouls, ſay the fathers of this council, we 
* would have it known to all and to every one, 
* that among the religious of the mendicant 
ee orders, they alone have the power to abſolve, 
* who being by their ſuperiors preſented to 
* the biſhops, have been by them appointed to 
* hear confefſionst.” Having ſtated the na- 


Niſi ab ipſis ſuffrageneis, eorumve vicariis appro- 
bati, & ad hoc nominatim miſſi extiterint. Quomodo 
enim ſecundum apoſtolum prædicabunt, niſi mittantur? 

Nos przterea cupientes animarum periculis, quan- 
tum cum Deo poſſumus, conſulere, volumus omnes & ſin- 
gulos intelligere, quod illi ſoli mendicantes habent po- 
teſtatem abſolvendi qui Suffrageneis noſtris per præfa- 


tos mendicantium prælatos præſentati, qui ab iiſdem epiſ- 


copis ad audiendas confeſſiones fin: commiſſi. 
M ture, 


ſ 82 J 
ture, the council proceeds to fix the extent of 
this ſpiritual juriſdiction. That granted to 
theſe religious prieſts ſhall have the ſame limi- 
tation with the power exerciſed by curates 
and vicars, that is, it ſhall not be conſtrued to 
extend to abſolution from reſerved caſes. Fi. 
nally, to preclude the poſſibility of a miſcon. 
ception or a miſapplication of the doArine, 
here delivered, the council declares in expreſs 
terms, that it is duly incumbent on all the 
faithful to inform themſelves, whether the 
prieſts, to whom they confeſs their ſins, be of 
the number of thoſe who are approved and ſent 
by the biſhop, becauſe otherwiſe their abſolu- 
tion is null“. 

Thus ſpoke the Gallican church a few year; 
before the meeting of the council of Trent, 
After this council ſhe ſpoke a language not 
leſs energetic. The council of Rheims, in 
1564, not only forbids you to exerciſe any 
att of juriſdiction without the approbation of 
the biſhop, but if you preſume to officiate in 
any church but that to which you was appoint- 


* Videant prius ſi ſint de nominatorum & approba- 
torum numero, alias ſe non fore abſolutos intelligant. 
Concil. Senon. anno 1528, Dec. 


ed, 


| W £ alior, preſbyt. offic. No. 1, 


CW 1 
ed, it will not ſuffer you to perform any of the 
prieſtly ſunctions“. 

Look into the council of Rouen held in 
1581. It defines, that no curate ſhall take 
poſſeſſion of a pariſh, without having obtained 
a miſſion from the biſhop of the dioceſe by ca- 
nonical inſtitution; that in default of this miſ- 
ſion their power of remitting and retaining fin 
is null and of no effect; that they may deceive 
the penitent, but cannot abſolve himf. And 
to preclude the modern plea, that the council 
of Trent has not been received in France, it 


not only maintains the ſame doctrine, but uſes 
the ſame expreſſions which that council had 


adopted on the ſubjett of juriſdiction, of re- 


; ſerved caſes and diſpenſations. Id. No. 36, 
37. 


Another council of Rheims, treating the 


| ſame ſubje with the council of Trent, forbids 
you to apply to any prieſt but your own pal- 


Quad fi locum nobis inconſultis deſeruerit, ei ſa- 
crorum ordinum exercitium interdicatur. Stat. 1. 

Deinde poteſtas expoſcitur quæ per inſtitutionem 
committitur. Nam niſi curati ligandi atque ſolvendi 
poteſtate a prælatis legitime accepta fuerint præditi, de- 
cipiunt populum, nec abſolvunt a peccatis. Cap. de cut, 


M2 tor, 
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tor, or another properly approved, and aſſigns 
this cogent reaſon ; becauſe even your paſtor 
could not otherwiſe remit or retain your 


c| 
The ſenſe of the Gallican church may be aj 
gathered from the council of Bordeaux con. 00 
vened in 1583, Here you will find a long fit 
quotation from the council of Trent, and a al 
formal adheſion to its doctrine. It enatts in 
that no prieſt ſhall hear confeſſions, who has d. 
not been approved, or who has not a benefice lt 
with cure of ſouls. It goes farther till, and le 
pronounces ſentence of excommunication ne 
even againſt curates who ſhall attempt to ab- ec 
ſolve from fins reſerved to the Pope or the Pe 
biſhop, declaring that abſolution to be void L 
and nullt. th 
ab 

Cum aliter ipſe illum non poſſit abſovere, vel li. 
gare. Cap, de pœnit, No. 5. G 

Nos huic occurrere malo cupientes, præſenti de- 
creto, omnibus parochis, & aliis ſacerdotibus confeſſioni- Cc 
bus audiendis præfectis, ſub excommunicationis pœna to 
prohibemus deinceps a peccatis et criminibus mtrocior!- n: 
bus, quorum cognitionem et abſolutionem ſibi ſummus | 1h 
pontifex, aut epiſcopus in ſuis ſynodalibus conſtitutioni- : 
bus, reſervarunt, quemquam abſolvere.— Declarantes / 0 

abſolutionem in prædictis criminibus abſque certa et prz- 
® cipua ſanctiſſimi domini noſtri papz, vel propri orum epiſ⸗ b 
coporum conceſſione, per parochos et alios ſacerdotes præ- , 


terquam in mortis articulo datam, viribus penitus carere | 
et nullam eſſe, Cap. de pœnit, 12. = R 


The 


1 1] 


The malignant efforts of our antagoniſts 
to alſix a mark of heterodoxy on our national 
church, and the obſtinacy with which they 
perſevere to wound her bonour, muſt be my 


| apology for accumulating proofs from her 
councils of the integrity of her faith, and her 


firm adhefion to the decthons of the fathers 
aſſembled at Trent. The council of Bourges 
in 1584, declares, that in conformity with the 
deciſions of the council of Trent, notwith- 
ſtanding the ordination of prieſts, it acknow- 
ledges no juriſdiction but in bim who has a be- 
neſice with cure of ſouls, or has been approv- 
ed by the biſhop. In the fifth canon it re- 
peats the expreſſion of the fourth council of 


Lateran, and in the ſixth copies the text of 


the council of Lateran which we have quoted 
above. : 

In the council of Aix, in 1585, this ſame 
Gallican church pronounces ſentence of ex- 
communication againſt thoſe who ſhall attempt 
to exercile juriſdiction in the tribunal of pe. 
nance, without the approbation of the biſhop ; 


this excommunication to be incurred iþſo 
jſaclo*. 


* Excommunicationis pœnam ſacerdotes fine appro- 
bationis facultate ab epiſcopo in ſcriptis data, quæ tamen 
gratis concedatur, pœnitentiæ ſacramentum miniſtrantes, 


ipſo facto ſubire decernimus et declaramus. Cap. quæ ad 
Penit. ſacr. pertin. 


The 
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The council of Toulouſe, anno 1590, ex- 
preſsly commands, that all the regulations e. 
nafted by the council of Trent be fully and 
exactly obferved in regard to the examination, 
approbation, collation, &c. as well in cathe. 


drals as in pariſhes, and all other churches and 
chapels having cure of ſouls“. 


The Gallican prelates aſſembled at Nar. 
bonne in 1609 has denounced the ſentence of 


excommunication againſt any prieſt who ſhall 
attempt to adminiſter the ſacrament of penance, 
without the approbation of the biſhop. Here 
again the dogma is aſſigned as the grounds of 
diſciplinet. 

Let now Mr. Camus and the other modern 
pſeudo-evangeliſts of the civil conſtitution of 


* Quibus in capellaniis, cæteriſque beneficiis eccle- 
ſiaſticis quocumque nomine nuncupatis, & vero in ipſis 
etiam cathedralis, vel collegiatz ecclefiz portionibus, & in- 
ſtituto, conſuetudine, aut alio quovis jure animarum mu- 
nus incumbit, aut conjunctum eſt, in earum aut collatione, 
aut quavis alia proviſionis ratione, quas examinis approba- 
tionis, collationis, proviſionis, in eccleſiis parochialibus 
cautiones ſacra Tridentina ſynodus adhiberi juſſit, ez 
omnes teneantur omnino que ſerventur. Cap. 6, de pro- 
vis, etc. 

Sine qua (facultate epiſcopi) nemini omnino liceat 
audire confeflioncs, ſub pœna excommunicationis ipſo 
facto incurrendæ; cum alias non lit abſolvere, ſed con- 
fitentem decipere, Cap. 16, de ſacr. nit. 


the 


199 1 

we clergy inſiſt, that the diſpoſitions of che 
council of Trent have not been received in 
France. Let them continue to boaſt the in- 
genious diſcovery of the origin of the laws on 
juriſdiction in an edict of Lewis XIV. Their 
progreſs in the ſtudy of the canon law will do 
them little honour, and their ignorance of the 
hiſtory of the church, of its dottrine and its 
diſcipline can excite no other ſentiment but 
that of a well grounded contempt. I can 
ſmile at the filly ambition of legiſlators who 
have not been aſhamed to countenance and 
ſupport the idle dreams of theſe ſophiſts by ci- 
vil executions; but my boſom heaves with 
emotions of the ſincereſt pity for my unhappy 
countrymen who have been deluded into their 
practical leſſons. 

But I will ſuppoſe, for argument's ſake, 
that the Gallican church never acceded by 
any ſolemn att to the deciſions of the council 
of Trent. Still there is another authority 
ready to overthrow your opinion on the iden- 
tity, the indiviſibility of juriſdigion ard or- 
dination. You are not unacquainted with the 
weight univerſally allowed to the folemn de- 
ciſions emanating from the ſupreme head of 
the church, and received without reclamation 
by the community of the faithful, To theſe 


decifions 


1 

decibons many of you have in humble ſub. 
miſſion bowed your heads. You have even 
ſollicited theſe final ſentences when they were 
to cruſh a ſet of men whom you was pleaſed 
not to like, Now unfortunately for you, this 
authority, admitted and revered by the Gal— 
lican church, affords freſh proofs againſt your 
favourite ſyſtem. You have advanced, that 
the authority of the ſtatutes and canons of the 
council of Trent did not oblige a prieſt in 
France to apply to the biſhop for a licence to 
exerciſe juriſdittion in the tribunal of penance. 
This is no novelty. The ſame propoſition was 
adopted and publiſhed by the divines of cer- 
tain religious orders in France“. It is con- 
demned at Rome by Alexander VII. as falſe, 
raſh, ſcandalous and conducing to hereſy and 
ſchiſmf. The Gallican church adhered to 
| Papal condemnation of other propoſitions of 
the ſame tendency. I will notice a few of 
them. The regulars can, in foro conſcientic, 
„ make uſe of their privileges which have 


* Concilium Tridentinum non obligat regulares in 
Gallia ad obtinendas approbationes ab epiſcopis, ut ſecu- 
larium confeſſiones audire poſſint. 

+ Ut falſa, temeraria, ſcandaloſa, in hæreſim & {cif | 
ma inducens. Vid. theol. err. five propoſit. a fummis 
pontifi,.damn. Jan. 30, 1659. 

| ce been 


Af 
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been expreſsly repealed by the council of 
« Trent*.” © The mendicants can abſolve 
from reſerved caſes without the permiſſion 
* of the biſhopt.” 

I have here given a remarkable inſtance 
of the unanimity with which the council of 
Trent, the Pope and the Gallican church have 
condemned the pretended inſeparable union 
of ordination and juriſdiftion. The conſe. 
quences, which naturally flow from this prin- 
ciple, have been treated with equal rigour. 
If every prieſt has a power inherent in his 
charaRer to abſolve from fin, ſurely the per- 
ſon, who preſents himſelf to the biſhop for his 
approbation, and meets with an unjuſt refuſal, 
may ſafely and validly proceed without it. 
And yet this propoſition has been condemned 
by the ſupreme head of the catholic church, 
and by the aſſembly of the heads of the French 
clergy?. 


* Regulares poſſunt in ſoro conſcientiz uti privilegiis 
ſuis quæ ſunt expreſſe revocata per concilium 'Tridenti- 
num. Alex. 7, 36, cler. Gall. 103. 

Mendicantes poſſunt abſolvere a caſibus epiſcopo 
reſervatis, non obtenta ad id facultate epiſcoporum. Alex. 
7. 22, ler. Gall, 101. 

+ Satisfacit præcepto annuæ confeſſionis qui confi- 
tetur tegulari, epiſcopo præſentato, ſed ab eo injuſte re- 
probato. Alex. 7,1 5, cler Gall, 102. 
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It will follow from the ſame principle, 
that a prieſt, once declared capable of admi- 
niſlering the ſacrament of penance in a dio- 
ceſe, will carry with him this aptitude into 
every other dioceſe, and will need no other 
approbation. And yet the Pope and French 
clergy have condemned this propoſition as 
falſe and pernicious to the ſouls of the faithful. 
Regulares ordinum mendicantium ſemel appro- 
bati ab uno epiſcopo ad confeſſiones excipiendas in 
una diæceſi, habentur pro approbatis in aliis dia- 
ceſibus, neque nova indigent approbatione. Ur- 
pan VII, in 1659. Vi concilii Tridentin, ab- 
probatio unius epiſcopi ſuſſicit pro univerſa eccle- 
fra; id eſt, approbatus ab uno epi ſſcopo poteſt ubi- 
que abſolvere, modo juriſdictionem habeat; & adean 
oblinendam ſufficit,, vi concilii Tridentini, unius 
epi/copi approbalio. Aﬀemblee du clerge de 


France, an. 1700, propoſ. 107*, 
AS 


* You will obſerve, that moſt of theſe propoſitions 
had been advanced by regulars. They pleaded privileges, 
exemptions and immunities which the ſecular clergy never 
claimed. But they never pleaded the union of ordination 
and juriſdiction. Theſe privileges were aboliſhed by the 
council of Trent. It had decreed, that no prieſt whatever, 

or of whatever religious order, ſhould be entitled to hear 
confeſſions, even of prieſts, unleſs he poſſeſſed a benefice 
having cure of ſouls, or had obtained the approbation of 
the biſhop, and this any privilege or cuſtom, even imme- 

| * mortal. 


1 2 
As the conſequences of your ſyſtem ariſe 


to view, the eccleſiaſtical cenſures follow in 
ſwift ſucceſſion. According to your dottrine 


the pariſh prieſt at leaſt may ſafely chuſe his 
own confeſſor without any approbation from | f 
the biſhop. But here again the church of | 5 
Rome and the church of France interfere and | ] 


proſcribe the tenet“. And here I cannot but | 
recommend to the clergy doing duty in the 7 
pariſhes a caution highly deſerving their no- 1M 
tice, If the church will not ſuffer them to | 
chuſe prieſts not approved by the biſhop, how 
much leſs can a decree of a lay convention au- 
thoriſe them to appoint ſuch prieſt to hear the 
confeſſions of their pariſhioners ? 

The ſame fate has attended another conſe. 
quence of your ſyſtem. You have advanced 
that approbation once obtained can never be 
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„ morial, notwithſtanding.” The regulars were unwil- 
ling to reſign privileges which they had obtained by im- 
portant ſervices. If the condemnation of theſe propoſi- 
tions affected men ſo circumſtanced, what muſt become 
of thoſe who had no privileges to plead? But they are 
condemned in general terms, and muſt equally affect prieſts 
of all deſcriptions. 

Qui beneficium curatum habent, poſſunt ſibi eli- 
gere in confeſſarium ſimplicem ſacerdotem non approba- 
tum ab ordinario. Alex. VII. prop. 16. Afemblee du 
Clerge, Prop. 100, 
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repealed. The church has declared, that it 


cs 
is a dangerous and erroneous propoſition“. cl 
In your ſyſtem the ſefpropoſitions are true, 5 cl 
Ever ſince the council of Trent, approbation l 

can neither be limited nor repealed; it would 5 Ti 
be nugatory to refuſe it to any prieſt; ablo. ca 
lution would be valid without it. But far W th 
from admitting them, Rome and the French 1 to 
clergy have declared them to be falſe, arbi- TY 
trary, ſcandalous and erroncoust. ES 7, 
Without troubling my readers with any ſu 
more authoritics for eſtabliſhing theſe clear tak 
propoſitions, that the power of juriſdiflion in the 
the dignified and the inferior clergy is derived rea 
from the church, and can be exerciſed only by tha 
the church or her appointment, I ſhall con- ANC 
clude this ſubje& by ſhewing, that the princi- jur 
ples and the conſequences of my conſtitutio- to e 
nal antagoniſts are equally indefenſible. They oth 
| | | att! 
In miniſtro pœnitentiæ requiritur etiam approba- pox 

tio ordinarii quæ poteſt limitari, ſed non revocari fine 
cauſa, Aſſemblee in 1770, prop. 105. X'S 
+ Ubi concilium Tridentinum eſt receptum, non . the: 
ſunt epiſcopi reſtringere, vel limitare approbationes, quas at 
regularibus concedunt, neque illas ulla ex cauſa revoca- ren 
re. Quin imo ordinum mendicantium religioſi ad eas * 3 

probationes obtinendas non tenentur; & fi ab epiſcop!s 
religioſi non probentur, rejectio illa valet tantum ac ſi ap- ks 
the 


probatio conceſla fuiſſet, 2 Cl. Gal. 104. 
N J can 


1 


can no longer urge the filence of the catholic 
church, nor the non-acceptance of the French 
clergy. 

I muſt now follow them to their laſt en. 
trenchment. Jealous for the honour of the 
cauſe they had eſpouſed, they could not bear 
the imputation of ſchiſm and hereſy applied 
to it. They were deſirous to point out a diffe- 
rence between their ſyſtem and the doarine of 
Luther, on which had fallen the heavieſt cen- 
ſures of the church. A Mr. le Cos has under- 
taken in his own name, and on the behalf of 
the conſtitutional clergy, to explain to us the 
real ſentiments of the party; and he tells us 
that it is true they aſcertain, that ordination 
and juriſdiction are indiviſibly united, but that 
juriſdiftion is inert and dormant till called in- 
to ation by another power. I ſhall leave to 
others the enquiry into the nature of thts in- 
active principle. I only wiſh to know what 
power is to call it forth and. give it energy. 
You dare not affign the ſpiritual power, and 
therefore muſt neceſſarily recur to that of the 
flate.—You bring with you the original inhe- 
rent juriſdiction, and you receive a miſſion, 
an appointment to a particular flock of Chriſt. 
The idea is new; the hereſy is diſguiſed, but 
the ſubſtance is not altered. You receive 
from 
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from the ſecular power an authority to exerciſe 
your ſpiritual functions in ſuch places and in 
ſuch extent as that power aſſigned. 

I do not enquire, on the authority of what 


counſel, on what text of ſcripture, on what 
teſtimony of the fathers you ground ſo extra- 


ordinary a miſſion, But are you aware, that 
here again you are treading in the footſteps of 
other reformers? Do you reflect that Luther 
had recourie to the Elettor of Saxony, to the 
magiſtrate, and to the people, to authoriſe his 
diſciples to preach the new doftrine, and to 
diſcharge the duties of the ſpiritual miniſtry ! 
Can you forget that the church has paſſed ſen. 
tence of excommunication againſt all ſuch as 
ſhall maintain the ſame error? Hear the coun- 
cil of Trent, © If any perſon ſhall maintain 
and affirm, that thoſe, who being neither 
« properly ordained, nor ſent by the eccleſial- 
* tical and canonical authority, come in any 
* other way, are the lawful miniſters of the 
« word of God and the ſacraments, be he ana- 
te thema*.”” 


* Si quis dixerit—eos qui nec ab eccleſiaſtica & cano- 

nica poteſtate rite ordinati, nec miſſi ſunt, aliunde vent- 

unt, legitimos eſſe verbi & ſacramentorum miniſtros ; 
anathema fit, Trid. ſeſſ. 23, can. 7. 


After 
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After this I do not ſee what poor Gobel 
the conſtitutional paſtor can alledge in exte- 
nuation of his guilt, or mitigation of the ſen. 
tence, It is not certain, he tells us in his pal. 
toral letter, that the excommunication reaches 
him, who, being properly ordained, ſhould 
receive his miſhon from the ſecular authority; 
it is not certain that it is incurred, unleſs the 
ordination be invalid and the miſſion null. 
And is this the only comfort left to him and 
his aſſociates in epiſcopal intruſion ? It is not 
certain! And does this idea ſet their conſcien- 
ces at reſt? Can any ſolid conſolation be 
drawn from an uncertainty of the evil? It is 
not certain that you are excommunicated, and 
you continue to preach, to ſay mals, to abſolve 
finners. And you att under a doubt which 
renders every fu dion ſacrilegious. It is not 
certain that you are the thief, the murderer 
deſcribed in the goſpel, and you continue to 
fill the ſee from which you have driven the 
rightful poſſeſſor! And theſe are the men 
choſen to revive among us the purity and ſim- 
plicity of ancient manners! 

It is not quite certain! I am compelled 
by inclination and duty to diſpel this fatal de- 
luſion, to tear away this veil, which can only 
ſcreen the man who doubts, becauſe he will 

| not 
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not know, the man who 1s blind, only becauſe 
he will not ſee. The council I have lo often 
quoted has declared, that all thoſe who have 


received no other miſſion or inſtitution but 


from the magiltrate, the people, or the ſecy. 
lar power, are not legitimate minilters, are 
thieves and robbers, and muſt be conſidered 
as ſuch*. Is there here any ambiguity, any 
room for doubt? Is there any exception in 
favour of prieſts ordained or biſhops conſe. 
crated? They are all thieves, and robber, 
and murderers, who have no miſſion but from 
the ſecular power. I ſhould be glad to knoy 
what other miſſion is pleaded by le Coz, Gre. 
goire and Gobel. They talk of a juriſdidtion 
inherent in their character, but they allow thi 
juriſdiction to have been inſufficient, till de- 
veloped and called into action by the ſecular 
arm. They are then of the number of «/ 
thoſe who have no other miſſion but from the 
powers of this world. You will appeal in vain 
to ancient records for @ precept. Hiſtory wil 


Quin potius decernit eos qui tantum modo a populo 
aut ſeculari poteſtate ac magiſtratu vocati & inſtituti, a! 
hxc miniſteria exercenda aſcendunt, & qui ea propria 
auctoritate ſibi aſſumunt, eos omnes non eccleſiæ miniſtros, 
ſed fures et latrones per oftium non ingreſſos habendos 
eſſe. Trid. ſeſſ. 23, cap, 4. 
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inform you, that in diſtant ages when changes 
were made in the ſeveral dioceſes, princes ar- 
rogated to themſelves the power of changing 
the miſſion and the flocks of the different paſ- 
tors. But the councils were not filent upon 
the occaſion. It was decreed by the ſupreme 
authority of the church, that it appertained to 
the biſhops alone to pronounce on theſe chan- 
ges, diviſions and alterations, either with or 
without the conſent of the people“. 

No power on earth can ſupply the want of 
epiſcopal juriſdiction in the miniſters of the 
goſpel. This is a principle which extends to 
all, and which cannot be diſavowed or oppoſed 
without incurring the guilt of hereſy and 
ſchiſm. No privilege, no exemptions can be 
pleaded in bar of this law. The religious men- 
dicant orders and the ſecular clergy are all 
equally concluded by itt. 

It 


Item placuit ut quicumque epiſcopi, quaſcumque 
eccleſias, vel plebes, quas ad ſuam cathedram eſtimant 
pertinere, non ita repetierint, ut cauſas ſuas epiſcopis ju- 
dicantibus agant, ſed. alio remittente irruerint, five volen- , 
tibus, five nolentibus plebibus. Concil. African, cap. 87, 
cod, can, eecleſ, Afric. c. 120. 

F Regulares mendicantes petete poſſunt licite a judi- 
eibus ſæcularibus ut injungant epiſcopis quatenus ipſis 

mandata concedant ad prædicandum in adventu et qua- 
O drageſima. 
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It is then certain, that whether the juril. 


dition, which you annex to ordination, be in 
a ſtate of activity, or waits ſome. external im- 
pulſe to awaken its energy, that to give vali. 
dity to its operations, nothing will avail but 
the approbation of the ſpiritual authority. 
This is a general concluſion ariſing out of 
what has been offered on this important ſub- 
jet. I come now to ſome particular difficul- 
ties, which are adduced to puzzle and con- 
found what they cannot invalidate. 

Can they be ſerious, when in the Pope him- 
ſelf they pretend to have diſcovered a juriſ- 
diction, and a ſupreme juriſdidtion inherent 
in his ordination. How elſe, they aſk, ſhould 
he have it? From whom does he receive it ? 
But while they thus attempt to weaken our 
cauſe they totally overthrown their own. For 
in what does the papal dignity conſiſt? In the 
ſacred charaQter imprinted by ordination, and 
in the juriſdidtion inherent in that charatter. 


In your ſyſtem ordination and juriſdidtion 


come together. Therefore he was no ſooner 
ordained than inveſted with the fulneſs of pa- 


. drageſima. Quod fi renuant epiſcopi, decretum judicum 

ſzcularium tantumdem valet ac fi permiſſio dictis religio- 

ſis conceſſa fuiſſet. Propoſitio damnata ab Alexandro ſep- 
rimo ut falſa, erronea, in hæreſim et ſchiſma inducens 6. 


pa 
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pal authority. He was Pope before he took 
poſſeſſion of Peter's chair. Therefore Lindel, 
Gregoire, Gouttes, Fauchet, Maſſieu and Du- 
mouſchel are as much popes as Pius VI. Con- 
ſequences ſo abſurd can never flow from a 
principle founded in truth. 

As they ſeem to expett a ſerious anſwer to 
a difficulty which in their ſyſtem cannot be 
reſolved, I will proceed to ſhew how our prin- 
ciples apply to the caſe. I have remarked in 
the courſe of this diſcuſſion, that ſpiritual 
rights and ſpiritual powers cannot be derived 
from a temporal authority, Eccleſiaſtical ju. 
riſdition muſt come from the church. This 
is the ſource ever fixed and invariable, but the 
current of the ſtream, and the channels through 
which it has at different times and in different 
inſtances been conveyed, have not been always 
the ſame. juriſdidtion or miſſion has been 
given by provincial councils and by metropo- 
litans. It is now given to our biſhops by the 
Pope, and to the Pope by the college of Car- 
dinals, who elect him, and who form the Chap. 
ter on which devolves juriſdiction during the 
vacancy of the fee. The right of election, of 
collation, of canonical inſtitution are here 
united in the ſame perſons, They chuſe, they 
confirm, they inſtall him biſhop of Rome, and 
2 O 2 as 
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as biſhop of Rome he ſucceeds to all the au- 
thority of St. Peter over other churches. The 


ſame thing happens to the biſhop in the choice 


of a curate. As he alone can grant him con. 
firmation, it cannot be ſuppoſed that he chuſes 
him only to refuſe what he alone can give, and 
what is neceſſary for the exerciſe of the func- 
tions to which he is appointed. 

But when a metropolitan is appointed by 
the king, whence does he derive his juriſdic- 
tion? This is another queſtion which thoſe 
gentlemen put, involving a difficulty which to 
them appears decifive againſt us, becauſe in 
their ſyſtem it cannot be explained. I anſwer 
that it does not come from ordination and cha- 
ratter, becauſe they exiſted long before he was 
named to this new dignity, and he would have 
enjoyed all the rights, all the the powers of it 
before he was a metropolitan. This is not 
all. If to ordination and charatter is attached 
the juriſdiction of the metropolitan, all other 
biſhops enjoy it with him, they are all metro- 
politans. They have all been ordained, they 
have all received the ſacred character, and 


Vith it all the rights, all the powers and juriſ- 


dition annexed to it. Here we have ſo many 
appointed to command, that none are left to 


obey. 
Nor 


353 


Nor can the metropolitan's juriſdiction 


come from the king. Theologiſts of every 

ſchool are agreed, that in virtue of ordination 

alone, or of the inſtitution of Jeſus Chriſt, all 

the apoſtles and all the biſhops their ſucceſſors, 

if we except St. Peter, are on a perlett equa- 

lity. As far as this inſtitution goes, there is 
no ſuperiority, no reſpettive juriſdiction, no 

metropolitan, no patriarch, no primate. Peter 

alone received from the Son of God the right 
and the power to feed thc ſheep as well as the 
lambs, to command the ſhepherds as well as 
the flock. Hence Peter and his ſucceſſors 
the popes are by divine right the immediate 
ſuperiors of all the biſhops, and exerciſe over 
them a real juriſdiction, jure divino. No lay 
prince upon earth can confer a ſuperiority, a 
ſpiritual juriſdiftion in the eccleſiaſtical hier- 
archy which has not been eſtabliſhed by Jeſus 
Chriſt. He ſaid not to them; © As I was 
* ſent by my father, ſo I ſend you; the power 
that my father gave me I intruſt to you, 
* whoſe fins you forgive they are forgiven.” 
1t is as abſurd as it is impious and heretical to 
maintain, that a temporal power can create a 
ſpiritual authority. The queſtion here is not 
about regulations, limitations and reſtrictions. 
The ſpiritual power, the juriſdiftion of a me- 
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tropolitan, a patriarch or a primate which did 
not exiſt before, is to be created. It is as ah. 
ſurd as it is heretical to aſcribe to Ceſar the 
eſtabliſhment of the hierarchy of metropoli. 
tans and primates, as to allow him to ere any 
one metropolitan ſee where it did not exiſt. 

The commiſſion which Jeſus Chriſt did 
not give to the temporal powers he gave to his 
apoſtles, and eſpecially to Peter. Therefore 
the apoſtles alone in council can exerciſe the 
authority they have received from Jeſus Chrilt 
to erect and eſtabliſh the hierarchy of primate; 
patriarchs and metropolitans. They can, be- 
cauſe all ſpiritual power has been delegated to 
them. They alone can, becauſe this authority, 
not having been given by any other power, no 

king or potentate can delegate any part of it 
to his agents, or make any uſe of it what- 
ever. 

I now come to the fact on which theſe gen- 
tlemen ground this captious argument. They 
ſeem to me to have advanced it, not on the 
faith of hiſtory, but on the ſpur of the preſent 
occaſion. They did not reflect, that in eſtab- 
liſhing a metropolitan ſee, it was not only ne- 

- ceflary to limit a ſpiritual juriſdiftion, which 
far exceeds the power of temporal princes, but 
to create a juriſdiction, a {ſuperiority over o- 

| ther 
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ther biſhops which ordination had not given, 
and which can only be received from the Pope 
or council. 45 
But if it be admitted, that the hiſtory of 
our own, or any other catholic country, fur- 
niſhes an inſtance of a prince naming a biſhop 
to a ſee, appointing a metropolitan over the 
province, ſtill our argument remains in full 
force. For either the church, by the Pope, or 
1 by her councils, concurred in the meaſure, or 
g ſhe did not. If ſhe did not, the metropolitan 
ſo appointed could not exerciſe any act of ſpi- 
ritual juriſdiction, and the appointment is 
Void and null. If the church did concur by 
© zpprobation or conſent, then it is not the ſecu- 
4 lar prince, it is the church, it is Peter or the 
council that appoints the metropolitans, and 
inveſts him with powers which can be derived 
rom no other ſource. 
= What we have ſaid of the metropolitan 
| : will apply, with equal force, to the biſhop 
named by the prince to a new ſee. For here 
gain, either the new biſhop derives his miſſion 
nd juriſdiction from his ordination, or from 
Pnother power. If from the former, then all 
ther biſhops ſo ordained will have the ſame 
Piſton and juriſdidtion, and conſequently 
Dey will have an equal right to the ſame ſee. 
Can 
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Can ſuch abſurdities make a part of the ecclc. 
fiaſtical code received from Jeſus Chriſt. 

Again, in this ſuppoſition, the new biſhop. 
ric exilted before it was created by the prince; 
ſince there exiſted a miniſter having a miſſion 
and epiſcopal juriſdiction over it. 

From this ſame ſuppoſition it will folloy, 
that neither church nor ſtate eres a ney 
biſhopric. The biſhop himſelf, carrying eve. 
ry where about him his miſſion, eſtabliſhes 


his ſee by his preſence alone. His urildic. ar 
tion follows him, and he every where find; th 
ſubjetts and dioceſans bound to hear his voice hi: 
and obey his mandates. I am aſhamed b ac 
dwell ſo long on the abſurdities which floy ſhe 
naturally from this firſt ſuppoſition. . anc 
If you ſay, that the creation of the nev and 
tie gives the biſhop an authority or a miſſion ob] 
which he had not before, be careful not to at- and 
tribute it to the prince or the people; for thi aut] 
would lead to hereſy, impiety and abſurdity 
The church is independent, as to its authority diff 
and juriſdiction over the powers of the earl. Juri 
Will you allow the prince and the people t allo) 
limit this miſſion ? This is another abſurduy. the « 
How can he have a power to fix, to limit cles 
ſpiritual juriſdiction, who has no ſpiritual jo the « 
one | 


riſdiction in himſelf, and therefore can gi"! 
| none! 
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none? The prince, the magiſtrate and the 
people are ſubject to the biſhop and the prieſt, 
are amenable to their tribunal in virtue of the 
prieſtly and the epiſcopal ordination, they are 
eſſentially bound to obey their authority; 
and yet theſe are the very perſons who fix or 
circumſcribe this authority, and even extin- 
guiſh it by their edits! Every prieſt and eve- 
ry biſhop, in virtue of his ordination, has a 
miſſion and authority over them, and yet they 
are to regulate the miſſion of the biſhop and 
the prieſt, and to withdraw themſelves from 
his authority, as often as they chuſe it by an 
act of excluſion! Every prieſt and every bi- 
ſhop has an equal right to preach the goſpel, 
and to direct them in the ways of ſalvation, 
and (till they ſhall have a power to reduce this 
obligation of following and obeying to one, 
and to deprive the many of rights, dutics and 
authority inherent in their ordination! 


Inſtead of being driven into an ocean of 


diſſiculties and abſurdities, by maintaining, that 
juriſdiction is inſeparable from ordination, and 
allowing laymen to limit this juriſdiction by 
the erection of pariſhes, biſhoprics and prima- 
cies; inſtead of carrying your reſearches into 
the darkneſs of remote ag s; let us have but 
one ſentiment, and hold but one language on 
Dar... P this 
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this important ſubjett. Let us agree, that if 
the origin of ſome ſees cannot be traced in 
hiſtory, or if in their eſtabliſhment we read 
nothing but the part the prince had in ſuch 
erection; let us, I ſay, agree, that without the 
concurrence of the church, ſuch erettion 
would be void and null. Null as to the prince, 
who, having no power but of this world, could 
not grant an authority which is not of this 
world. Null as to the miniſte;, who cannot 
be the agent of the church on any fee new or 
old, without the conſent at leaſt and the au- 
thority of the church. 

If hiſtory furniſhed no inſtances of recla- 
mation againſt the uſurped power in the civil 
magiſtrate to ere ſees, ſtill your doubts would 
not be removed from the abſurdities palliated, 
which are inherent in your ſyſtem of a juril- 
diction inſeparable from ordination. The fi- 
lence of hiſtorians could not be alledged in 
ſupport of ſuch an authority ſaid to be velled 
in the temporal power. But it is not true, 
that hiſtory is ſilent on this ſubjett. 

We have already ſhewn you a very nume- 
rous and flouriſhing church in a very early 
age of chriſtianity, adopting into its code 4 
law enacted by ſeveral former councils, for- 
bidding the erection of aby new ſee, without 

the 
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the conſent of the biſhop whoſe juriſdiction 
extended to the city wherein it was to be eſtab- 
liſhed, we may plead the authority of the Afri- 
can church enafting ; © that no biſhop ſhall be 
« given to ſuch cities as have never had one, 
« without the decree of a provincial council, 
„and without the conſent of the primate, and 
« of him to whom ſuch city belonged*.”” 
Blaſtares, a Greek monk, a ſchiſmatic of 
the fourteenth century, has aſſerted, that the 
Emperor is competent to eret metropolitan 
ſees. I anſwer, that the aſſertion is contra- 
dicted by a general council in the beſt days of 
the Grecian church, and which oppoſes to this 
pretenſion of the Emperor the decrees of Nice, 
and cry out; © Let us follow the canons; prag- 
* matical ſanctions and imperial editts are 
not to interfere hereft. 

You tell us of a king of Kent who ereQted 
the metropolitan ſee of Canterbury, but you do 
not produce a ſingle charter iſſued during his 


* Placuit et illud, ut plebes quæ nunquam habuerunt 
proprios epiſcopos, nifi ex concilio plenario unius eujuſ- 
que provinciz, & primatis atque conſenſu ejus, ad cujus 
dicecefim pertinebant,decretum fuerit, minime accipiant, 
Integ. cod, can, eccleſ, Aff. Lab. t. 2. col. 1116. 
Sancta ſynodus dixit; contra regulas nihil prag- 
maticum valebit. Regulz patrum teneant. Concil. Cal- 
ced. Act. 4. 
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reign. We have been more fortunate in our 


reſearches, and can produce the authentic deed = 
of the founder from the letters of St. Gregory“. the 
You next have recourſe to the authority « x 
exerciſed by Charlemagne and Carloman, and « 2 
we anſwer by producing the councils and 1 0 
popes who granted them this authorityF. 4 0 
You talk of a Childebert, who, on the pe- « fl 
tition of the inhabitants of Melun, undertook « fe 
to ere an epiſcopal ſee there; but you ſup. « þ, 
preſs his application to the metropolitan, and « ſh 
the firmneſs of the venerable Leo of Sens in 7 
reſiſting the attempt. Had you atted more « th 
fairly, we ſhould have known what to think « ax 
of the erection of the new ſees of Sedan, of « wy 
Colmar, Laval, Verſailles, Gueret, and Cha- 
teau-Roux, and in what eſtimation we ought 4 
to hold the men who have ſacrilegiouſly dared We 
to take advantage of thoſe uſurpations of the | a De 
civil power. We ſhould then have ſeen a WJ cater 
perfect reſemblance between the biſhops of 2 
| rum 
Tua fraternitas—omnes Britanniæ ſacerdotes ha- eſt c1 
beat, Domino noſtro auctore, ſubjetos. Epiſ. Greg. 15, Nam 
1.12. See Jour. Eccleſ, March 1791. ſi co1 
: + Concedi patimur & ſtatuimus per apoſtolicam auc- conf, 
toritatem epiſcopales illic eſſe ſedes. See letters of Pope ufqui 
Zach, to Boniface, Lab, t, 6. Baluz, cap. journ, eccl. hi qu 


Feb, 1791» 
Our 


a Childebertum regem, 


{que ad papæ notitiam vel ſynodalem audientiam, 
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our days and thoſe of former times, and the 
ruling powers would be leſs ſurpriſed to hear 
theſe true paſtors thus addreſs them; © What 
right have you to take from us a flock and 
« 2 dioceſe which God had entruſted to our 
« care. Reſpett, we conjure you, the ſtatutes 
« of the fathers, the canons of the church. If 
« the people have other views, they have for- 
„ feited their duty to the church, a d are to 
«he treated as deſerters. As to thoſe who 
«* ſhall dare to take poſſeſſion of any part of 
* our flock, without an authority iſſuing from 
the holy ſee or a council, let them and the 
* apoſtate who ordained them know, that we 
* will cut them off from our communion“.““ 


* Przcipue nunquam nec ſuſpicari nec credere po- 
tuimus quod hanc aut ordini noſtro, aut etiam tempori- 
bus veſtris, velletis injuriam generari, ut dioceſim noſtram 
a Deo nobis commiſſam—ad alterius permittamus poteſ. 
tatem tranſire—Cuſtodite quæſo, ſtatuta patrum & cano- 
num ſeveritate conſtricti, non patiamini ſicut ſcribitis ad 
petitionem ejus plebis ſuperſtite proprio ſacerdote, alte- 
rum epiſcopum ordinari. Quia fi hoc petunt, quod nefas 
eſt credi, deſertores potius judicandi ſunt quam fideles— 
Nam gloria yeſtra optime debet & credere & ſcire, quia 


ſ contra ſtatuta canonum quicumque epiſcoporum, fine 


conſenſu noſtro melcedone epiſcopum voluerit ordinare, 


tam 
hi qui ordinaverint, quam qui ordinatus fuerit, a noſtra 


erunr communione disjuncti. Epiſt Leonis epiſc. Senon. 


Thus 


[- 810 3 


Thus ſpoke to Childebert a worthy biſhop 
of Sens; Brienne, his wretched ſucceſſor, has 
not held the ſame language: but thus have 
ſpoken a hundred and thirty-four biſhops of 
France, leaving Brienne and his three aſſo. 
ciates to bluſh at their nakedneſs. 

The fame repreſentations were made to 
king Sigebert by thirty biſhops aſſembled at 
Paris in 573- 

In conſequence of your ſyſtem of uri. 
diction inherent in charatter, you approve of 
that geographical operation, which, in our 
days, has fixed, limited and extinguiſhed dio- 
ceſes at the will of the ſecular power. By the 
ſame rule, and for the ſame reaſons, you would 
have approved a ſimilar operation, which al 
lotting a biſhop to Chateaudun, diſmembere 
the dioceſe of Papolus biſhop of Chartres 
Let us gather the ſenſe of the church fron 
the words of the council. It begins by threat 
ening with excommunication the unhappy) 
Promotus, the le Conſtant, the le Sanadon, 
who had quitted the cloiſter to take poflethion 
of a biſhopric ereRed purpoſely for them by 
the civil power“. Then addreflingthemlelvc 
to king Sigebert, the fathers in council al- 


A communionis conſortio, vel ab eccleſiæ liwia 
bus arceatur. 


ſemblei; | 


[2221 


ſembled repreſent to him how unwilling they 

were to believe that a chriſtian prince could 
(anion ſo criminal an attempt; but if his 
religion has been ſurpriſed by evil counſellors, 
they exhort him to loſe no time in wiping off 
ſo foul a ſtain, and removing the ſcandal from 
the church“. 

But you have found a prince {till more en- 
terpriſing in the perſon of the famous Nome- 
noe, a rebel to the church and to his king. 
With a view to ſtrengthen his rebellious party 
he raiſed Dol to the metropolitical dignity, 
and gave biſhops to St. Brieux and Treguier, 

But unfortunately for you this prince, in his 
wild attempts, is inimical to your ſyſtem. He 
did not make theſe changes in the epiſcopal 
ſees by his own authority, but acted under the 
authority of an aſſembly which he wiſhed to 
be conſidered as a council. But the church 
of France, deſtined one day to reſiſt ſtill more 
atrocious attacks on the ſpiritual power, ex- 


k preſſed to this prince, in the ſtrongeſt terms 
2 i 5 

50 her indignation on the deciſion. After up- 

| by | 

* * 'Tamen fi cujuſcumque prava ſuggeſtione preventi, 


in hæc tam obſcœna et eceleſiæ univerſe contraria con- 
ſenſiſtis, ab hujuſmodi ſcandali de fenſione finceritatis veſ- 
træ conſcientiam expietis. Concil, Paris, anno 573. See 
Lab. t. 5. col. 919 and 921. 
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1.400 


braiding 


—— 


«> — — — — — — "XR — — 
. ̃˙75t: . — W ͤ ͤr ud ĩðᷣͤ I = — 


0 208-73 


braiding him, with paſtoral. firmneſs, with hi, 
different crimes, they dwell with great ſeve. 
rity on his ſcandalous attempt to drive the 
true paſtors from their flocks. The council 
of Paris, like the biſhops of our days, re. 
claimed the rights and privileges of the me. 
tropolitan, like them the council tells the 
uſurpers, that notwithſtanding the authority of 
the civil power, they are no better than bale 
mercenaries, not to ſay thieves and robbers, 
They then exhort him to penance for choſe 
ſcandalous aggreſſions, which you are nt 
aſhamed to adduce in ſupport of your {y[. 
tem, 

Yes, this was the language of our anceſtor; 
on the uſurpations which you alledge in proc! 
of a juriſdition, which the princes of the 
earth exerciſe by fixing or deſtroying the li- 
mits of our pariſhes and biſhoprics, which you 
are pleaſed to call a geographical operation, 


* Epiſcopi legitimi propriis ſedibus expulſi, et ut mi- 

tius loquamur, quia dicere nolumus fures et latrones, mei 
cenarii introducti. Patroni noſtri martini quondam diz- 
ceſis, tex qua vos eſſe negare non poteſtis, violata— 
Quamobrem monemus te, obſecramus, obteſtamur que 
tuæ ſalutis cupidi ; pone finem malis tuis, convertere ad 
Dominum cujus nemo noſtrum effugere poteſt judicium. 

| Fac fructus dignos pœniĩtentiæ, etc. Synodica concil. 
Pariſi. ad Nomenoium ducem, anno 849. if 
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If you would form a right judgment of the 
horror and reſentment always expreſſed by the 
church againſt this uſurpation of the civil 
power, in conſequence of a ſuppoſed juriſdic- 
tion inherent in ordination, I need only re- 
fer you to the hiſtory of the controverſy long 
agitated between the Pope and the Emperor. 
The latter declared unequivocally, that in de- 
livering to the biſhops elect the ring and the 
crozier, they never pretended to fix their 
miſſion or jurifdittion, nor to give them a 
right to exerciſe it, but barely to inveſt them 
with thoſe temporal rights which the church 
enjoyed by conceſſions from the Emperors, 
Still, becauſe in the grant of theſe inveſtitures, 
certain inſtruments were employed, which in 
other functions denoted a ſpiritual authority, 
becauſe the liberty of the church was cramped 
in the inſtitution of its paſtors, to what perſe- 
cutions did not the Popes expoſe themſelves, 
what hardſhips did they not endure, rather than 
reſign the prerogative of the church to the 
civil authority ? | 

The canons of antiquity, far from acknow- 
ledging any right in the civil magiſtrate to 
fix the miſſion of prieſts and biſhops to parti- 
cular ſees or pariſhes, depoſed and excom- 
municated him who owed his appointment to 
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the temporal power“. Guided by theſe pre- 
cedents, the council of Clermont, where Pope 
Urban II. preſided in 1095, expreſsly forbids 
the clergy to accept of any eccleſiaſtical ca. 
nons, or any inveſtiture conneQed with theſe 
honours from princes or any other lay perſons. 
Can. 15 atid 16. 

Paſcal II. expired in irons, and under the 
{word of Henry V. One hundred biſhops, aſ- 
{embled in the council of Lateran, take the 
earlieſt opportunity, and employ the ſpiritual 
weapons to annull a privilege extorted by vio- 
lence; they declare it to be an inſult on the 
Holy Ghoſt, by eramping the liberty of the 
church in the inſtitution of her miniſters. 
Fleury, Hiſt. Eccl. I. 66, No. 12. 

In the ſame light did the French biſhop: 
view the inveſtiture of any eccleſiaſtical ho- 
nour conferred by the temporal prince. Al- 
ſembled in council at Vienne they declare it 
to be hereticalf. Even Yves of Chartres, who, 


Si quis epiſcopus ſecularibus poteſtatibus uſus, ee- 
cleſiam per ipſos obtineat, deponatur; & ſegregentur om- 
nes qui illi communicant. Can. apoſt, 31. 

+ Inveſtituram epi ſcopatuum et abbatiarum, et om- 
nium eccleſiaſticarum rerum, de manu laica ſanctæ Ro- 

manæ eccleſiæ auctoritatem ſequentes, hæreſim eſſe judi- 
camus. Lab. t, 10, col. 784. 
| of 
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of all our divines, has ſhewn moſt complai- 
ſance to the imperial claim, heſitates not to 

pronounce, that if any layman ſhall be weak 
enough to imagine, that by theſe inveſtitures 

he confers either a ſacrament, “or the effect 

« of a ſacrament,” he is guilty of a diabolical 
hereſy. Fleur. Hiſt. Eccleſ. lib. 66. No. 14. 
In vain are all the forces of the empire put in 
motion; the church ceaſes not to reclaim, til} 
the Emperors conſent to employ in inveſtitures 
the ſceptre, which is the mark of their power, 
in order to aboliſh even the appearance of an 
attempt on the miſſion and juriſdiction of the 

church. Idem, 4, 67, No. go. 

Thus our forefathers diſcovered hereſy 
and ſchiſm in the ſyſtem of juriſdiction inſe- 
E parable from ordination, in the immediate and 
che remote conſequences of this ſyſtem, even 
here they were not apparently connected 
with it. 

: After all that has been advanced in the 

& courſe of this diſcuſhon, what idea can you 

entertain of a juriſdiction inherent in the ſa- 

cerdotal ordination ? 

1 To convince you, that this opinion is ar- 
bitrary and unfounded, that it is fcandalous 
and an inſult on the church, that it is falſe 

and heretical, it was only neceſſary to confult 
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1 
the nature of ordination and juriſdivtion, the 
laws and uſages of all ages, and the dogmati- 
cal deciſions of the church. 

To point out to you a long liſt of hereſies 
contained in the civil conſtitution to which 
you owe your elevation; a conſtitution which 
in its detail is compounded of the various 
parts and conſequences of your ſyſtem, the 
Pope and our lawful prelates needed only to 
refer you to the canons, the anathemas, the 
decrees of their predeceſſors, and of the 


councils of all ages. 
Say not, that the biſhop of Rome, that 


Pius VI. that the prelates whoſe ſees you u- 
ſurp have made any alteration in the language 
or the dottrine of our anceſtors. No; the 
crime of innovation is all your own. You 
have courted to your alliance a dodtrine un- 
known to antiquity, but by the anathema 
which have been pronounced againſt it. In 
oppoſition to the biſhops of former ages, and 
of our own, you have either invented or te- 
vived a doctrine anathematiſed, and on thi 
foundation you have raiſed the ſuperſtrutture 
of your new church. Your prelates may boal 
a new creation. Our church, which has ſur 
vived eighteen centuries, is the parent 0 
truth; is alone the church of Jeſus Chrill 
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Yours, which has exiſted a few months, 
will moulder away with your ſyſtems, and 
wretched muſt poſterity be if it reaches their 
days. The fathers ſee a clergy with a miſſion 
void and null, yet will it be a curſed miſſion to 
their children, Your ordinations and conſe. 
cration may perpetuate the prieſthood, but 
then they muſt perpetuate ſacrilege and the 
moſt fatal deluſion. The thunder rolls over 
your heads, it will burſt and cruſh your lett. 

The expreſſion is ſtrong and may offend; 
but it js unmanly to ſhrink from a charge 
which your condutt has provoked. You 
ſhould excuſe the effuſions. of a zeal, which 
aims only at removing a fatal deluhon, which 
would lead you aſtray from the paths of ſalva- 
tion, and ſhut the gate of heaven upon you 
and your followers. Yes; I repeat it; you 
are a {ett in every ſenſe of the word. —A leR, 
heretical in its faith, and ſchiſmatical in its 
paſtors. Heretical in its faith, becauſe in 
what regards the ſacraments, the miſſion and 
the juriſdiction of the prielthood, you believe 
what the church never believed, what ſhe for- 
bids you to believe, what is contrary to her be- 
lief. Cum in eccleſia Dei perſuaſum ſemper fuerit, 
Sc. A ett ſchiſmatical in its paſtors; becauſe 
the authority of thele paſtors reſt upon a doc- 
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trine contrary to the faith of the church con. 
eerning true paſtors. | 

Our demonſtrations have made a deep 
impreſſion on your minds; you ſhudder at the 
flaſh of convition. But that is not enough, 
Weep, ſigh, and be converted. Above all 
ceaſe cruelly to delude a people whoſe greateſt 
misfortune it is to have placed a confidence in 
your authority, while yours is the crime of 
impoſing upon their credulity; of employing 
that ordination which conſecrated you to the 
church as the means to raiſe yourſelves into 
an independence on the church, to uſurp the 
rights of the church, to rebel againſt the 
church; of having atted the part of their pal- 
tors, while the church conſidered you only a, 
ravenous wolves; of having preſumed to ſtyle 
yourfelves the envoys of God to bleſs and 
abſolve them, while heaven turned your blel- 
ſings into curſes, and while your abſolutions 
were but a ſacrilegious and damnable mockery, 
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Additional Note upon ſome Expreſſions of 
ST. JEROME, 


Sour readers having defired a more ex- 
tenſive explanation of the difficulties objected 
by our conſtitutional writers, on account of 
divers expreſſions of St. Jerome, I thought 
it proper to add here ſome refledions which 
hope, will be ſufficient to clear up the mat. 
W ter. 
W The texts objected to us are commonly 
W taken from the letter of this holy father to 
© Evagrius, and from his comment upon the 
epiſtle of St. Paul to Titus. 

; We read in the firſt, that according to the 
& apoſtle, prieſts and biſhops are the ſame; cum 
apoſtolus doceat eoſdem eſſe preſbyteros quos & epiſ- 
copos; that, if one of them was choſen over the 
others, it was on account of avoiding diviſions 
or ſchiſms; Quod autem poſtea unus eleflus 9 
Wy ceteris præponeretur, in ſchiſmatis remediun: 


8 /aflum eft, 


-- 


In 
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In the ſecond, he ſays, that as the prieſt; 
know, that their ſubmiſſion to a chief is ground. 
ed on the cuſtom of the church, ſo the biſhops 
ought to acknowledge, that their being ſuperior 
to prieſts originated more from cuſtom than 
from any particular diſpoſition of Jeſus Chriſt; 
Sicut preſbyteri ſciunt ſe ex eccleſiæ conſuetudine, 
ei qui prepoſitus fuerit eſſe ſubjectos, ita epiſcop! 
noverint ſe, magis conſuetudine, quam diſpoſuttoni 
dominicæ veritate, preſbyteris eſſe majores. 

The conſequence of ſuch expreſſions ap. 
pears to be a perfect equality of prieſthood 
and epiſcopacy as to their dignity, and that i 
biſhops are ſuperiors in the hierarchy, they 
owe their authority to eccleſiaſtical uſages, not 
to divine laws. 

Nothing being more contrary to the 
church's definitions than ſuch a dottrine; and 
even this pretenſion, as St. Auſtin relates, 
(lib. de hereſib. c. 53.) having been condemned 
by the church among the errors of Arius, 10 
whom certainly St. Jerome was a great adver- 
ſary, it would be very extraordinary that he 
ſhould have ſupported the Arian tenets. And 
this is at leaſt a ſtrong reaſon to believe, that 
our conſtitutionaliſts wreſt the ſenſe ofthe 
above quoted paſſages. 

To 


i ' 


To give them a more catholic ſenſe, ſome 
commentators obſerve that, in the firſt age of 
the church, very few were promoted to prieſt- 
hood, without receiving, at the ſame time, 
epiſcopal ordination and charaQer, though 
only one of them were to preſide over the dio- 
ceſe. If ſuch was the meaning of St. Jerome, 
there is no more difficulty in aſſerting with 
him a true equality among prieſts and biſhaps 


as to the dignity, that is to ſay, as to their 
character. 


Other divines obſerve, that theſe words, 
prieſt and biſhop are indifterently uſed, and at- 
tributed by the holy writers, ſometimes to the 
imple prieſts, and ſometimes to the biſhops; 


he that prieſt, or preſbyter meaning nothing but 
nd elders, and biſhop or epiſcopus nothing but in- 
es ſpetor, overſeer, intendant, theſe words have 
el! been, in a true ſenſe, applicable both to the 
10 y prieſts and to the biſhops; ſo it is no more ſur- 
en g priſing to hear St. Jerome affirm, that prieſts 
be and biſhops are the ſame perſons, and raiſed 
and do the ſame dignity. | 
hat I confeſs, that theſe ſolutions appear to be 


ve inſufficient, becauſe St. Jerome knew very 

8 well that, in his time, the denomination of 
prieſt and biſhop had ceaſed to be common to 
theſe different degrees of tlerical dignity . 
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and of courſe he could not take any advan. 
tage of former uſages in extolling the dignity 
of prieſts living in his Gays, as he certainly 
means to do. 

Shall we then abandon fo great a doctor 
to the explanations of our conſtitutionaliſts 
diſciples of Camus! Not at all. We ſhall 
warn them, that the true ſenſe of a writer, 
whoever he may be, ought never to be judged 
from one or two paſlages that appear, or are 
leſs exact, becauſe leſs meditated in ſome cir- 
cumſtances, in which the intention of the au— 
thor 1s not to treat particularly of the matter 
flightly alluded to; that every author ought 
to be explained by himſelf; that is, his expreſ- 
fions, ſomewhat obſcure or unexaQ, are to be 
cleared up and unfolded by ſome other places, 
and eſpecially by thoſe where he treats chictly, 
and with a greater accuracy, the ſame matter; 
finally, that we ought always to conſider his 
principal object in the place from which ſuch 
paſſages are taken, to ſee if he has not aban- 
doned his pen to ſome exaggeration, and ſom? 
rhetorical rather than theological expreſſions. 
Theſe rules are to be followed eſpecially in 
reading an author, whoſe ſtyle is general! 
known to be ſtrong and vehement. 
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Let us now explain St. Jerome according 
to this rule of criticiſm, the only one proper 
to unfold his true ſentiments. What does he 
intend, what is his particular purport in his letter 
to Evagrius! he is juſtly full of indignation 
againſt ſome deacons extolling and thinking 
themſelves ſuperior to prieſts, He wiſhes 
to humble their pride. I am no longer aſtoniſh- 
ed to ſee his efforts in praiſing and exalting 
the prieſthood; and, ſince it is true that 
prieſts have, for many important functions, 
the ſame power, the ſame charatter as the 
biſhops; ſince their name was even common 
in the firſt ages; ſince the ſame advices and 
rules were addreſſed to both by the apoſtle, 
no wonder that St. Jerome ſays they are the 
ſame; for though they differ in ſome things, 
they are quite alike in others. 

The ſame reaſon for prailing the prieſt- 
hood exiſts, when commenting on the epiſtle 
of St. Paul to Titus, St. Jerome- reflects on 
ſome biſhops negledting or deſpiling the 
prieſthood, and never appointing prieſts to 
the funttions of the church; they thought them. 
ſelves abaſed, when aſſiſted by prieſts in the 
government of their church. On this very 
important occaſion, and on ſome others of the 
lame nature, he praiſes the prieſts ; he ob- 
R 2 lerves 
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ſerves they have a divine inſtitution, and the 
ſame author as the biſhops; the intention of 
Jeſus Chriſt was to make them aſſiſtants and 
coadjutors of biſhops in adminiſtering the ſa- 
craments, in preaching, and in diſcharging a 
great many other eccleſiaſtical functions. He 
urges the ſame argument from ſimilar and 
even common inſtitutions, functions and deno. 
minations. Aiming, at that moment, only at 
the reſpe& due to the prieſts even by the bi- 
ſhops, he remembers in what parts their cha- 
rater and dignity are the ſame, and leaves what 
his purpoſe did not require; that is, he omits 
pre-eminencies which it was not neceſſary that 
he ſhould recal to the recollettion of theſe bi- 
ſhops. But, to know if he himſelf did always 
forget theſe pre-eminencies of epiſcopacy 
above prieſthood, let us caſt an eye upon his 
letter to Marcella (let. 54.) here, in a very 
important occaſion, ſince he means to indicate 
the principal differencesof the heretical tenetsof 
the Montaniſts, and of the catholic faith, here, 
after having ſaid that Montaniſts do not keep 
the ſame rule of faith with the catholics, in 
fidet regula diſcrepamus, among many other 
proofs, St. Jerome obſerves, that in the church 
of Montanus, biſhops are only conſidered as à 
third dignity, to which they prefer two other 
| degrees. 
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degrees of their hierarchy, whereas in the ea- 
tholic church the biſhops are to be in the firſt 
place, as being ſucceſſors of the apoſtles, This 
perfidy of Montanus, ſays he, is ſo evident, 


confuted. Apud nos apoſtolorum locum epiſcopi 
tenent; apud eos epiſcopus terttus eſt; quaſi ambi- 
tiofior religio fiat, fi quod apud nos primum eft, 
apud illos noviſſimum ſit—perfidiam eorum expo- 
ſuiſſe ſuperaſſe eſt. And leſt you ſhould again 
object, he underſtood the ſame by theſe words 

prieſt and biſhop, ſee how diſtinctly he grants 
only the ſecond degree to the prieſt; Sacerdo- 
tes, ſecundus in eccleſiaſtico honore gradus, (In 
Hieremiæ, cap. 12.) the prieſts, ſays he, are the 
ſecond rank in the eecleſiaſtical dignity. And 
for fear again you ſhould pretend that this 
diſtinQtion of ranks between biſhops and prieſts 
is only owing to cuſtom, ſee his comment up- 
on theſe words of the prophet; Ponam princi- 
des tuos pacem, & epiſcopos in juſtitiam : here he 
exclaims: O wonderful majeſty of ſcripture, 
& which ſo determined the biſhops to be princes 
of the church! When he ſo expreſsly took 
his proofs of the biſhops pre-eminence from 
the rule of faith, from the words of the pro- 
pbet, do you think that he knew no other 
caule of theſe pre-eminencies, but cuſtom and 


human 


that it wants only to be pointed out, to be 
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human laws. And when he adds that the very 
exiſtence of the church and of her unity de. 
pends on the dignity and authority of the bi. 


ſhop, that for this reaſon, no deacon, no prie( 
have the right to adminiſter the ſacrament;, 1 
even baptiſm, without permiſſion of the bi- 0 
ſhop, eccleſie ſalus in ſummi ſacerdotis dignitat: 5 
pendet, Sc. Will you have us believe that, ſ 
according to the opinion of this holy father, I 
Chriſt provided for neither the exiſtence of the 1] 
church, or her unity? Far from that, we ſee of 
this moſt excellent doctor aſſerting the pre- * 
eminence of epiſcopacy by unwarrantabl: i 
proof; from the rule of faith, from the holy * 
writings, from the common catholic teneu, ti 
and even from an indiſpenſable neceſſity. * 
Such being the expreſs ſentiments of th 

St. Jerome, how wonderful is it that the ene- on 
mies of our holy hierarchy pretend to juſtiß yo 


their rebellion by the writings of this holy 
father! They judged of his opinions by ſome 
texts in which he thought not proper to cx- 
preſs at large his ſentiments, by ſome exprel- 
ons which would be inadmiſſible if his real 
ſentiments were not cleared up in other places. 
We think our method more ſuitable both to 
juſtice and to the high reputation of this holy 
father. By this our explanation it is evident, 


that 
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that his expreſſions of equality between prieſts 
and biſhops are only to be underſtood of 
ſuch powers and prerogatives as are com- 
mon both to prieſthood and epiſcopacy, never 
of a perfect equality; ſince he himſelf 
points out ſo many differences. When he 
ſays that the ſuperiority of a biſhop is ow- 
ing to cuſtom, he moſt probably aims ra- 
ther at the perſonal happineſs of a biſhop, de- 
rived from a cuſtomary election, which might 
have fallen on any other prieſt. In that ſenſe 
it is true, that a biſhop owes his perſonal dig- 
nity to a cuſtom rather than to a divine con- 
ſtitution, ſince his election was grounded on a 
imple eccleſiaſtical law. If you underſtand 
S this paſſage of epiſcopal dignity itſelf as being 
= only by cuſtom ſuperior to the prieſthood, 
you evidently put St. Jerome in contradic- 
tion with his own doftrine, whereas there is 
nothing but truth in aſſerting, that to be ap- 
pointed biſhop is a perſonal advantage owing 
to ſome cuſtomary election, and that enjoying 
a ſuperior dignity after ſuch election and con- 
ſecration, is a divine diſpoſition. By this in- 
terpretation St. Jerome agrees both with him- 
ſelf and with all catholic divines. But ſhould 
it have been impoſſible to make his opinions 
agree with the deciſions of the church, we 
ſhould 


E 


mould have obſerved, that catholicity of 
opinions depends on general tradition, not 
on a ſingle ſentiment of any dottor, whatever 
may be his learning and holineſs. We do 
what St. Jerome would have done himſelf, if 
he had known that his opinions were oppoſed 
to the deciſions of the church, and eſpecially 
of an ecumenical council, as the council of 
Trent. If St. Jerome had lived in our days, 
and known the objections made by our con- 
ſtitutionaliſts againſt this holy council, full of a 
juſt indignation, he would have anſwered them as 
we do: What do you mean by all your futile 
obſervations upon the obſtacles oppoſed to the 
fathers of this council ? They were many times 
obliged to ſeparate ; but finally they triumphed 
over all the obſtaclcs oppoſed by the different 
intereſts of temporal princes, by the rage of 
heretics, and even by the plague. In ſpite of 
all theſg obſtacles, they performed a work 
zuſtly conſidered as the moſt perfe& code of 
canonical definitions. You objet that in the 
firſt meetings there was but a ſmall number of 
biſhops. What does this prove, ſince you 
know very well, that in the laſt ſeſſions all their 
definitions were read again, approved and 
fubſcribed by all? You are ſurpriſed, that one 


OT 
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or two biſhops only of certain countries at. 
tended this council; but what will you think 
of the fixth and eighth ecumenical councils, 
where but very few of the weſtern churches al. 
ſiſted, exceptthe pope'slegates? Should youthen 
be ignorant, that the authority of ecumenical 
councils depend much. leſs on the number of 
aſſiſting biſhops, than on a general admiſſion of 
all preſent or abſent chiefs of the church ? 
You may repeat as often as you pleaſe, that 
many articles of diſcipline eſtabliſhed by this 
council were never admitted in a large church 
jealouſly attached to her privileges; all the 
biſhops of che ſame church will give you the 
anſwer that Boſſuet, the moſt ardent defender 
of thoſe privileges, gave to Leibnitz; they will 
tell you, that putting away the authority of 
the council of Trent, you put away the catho- 


lic faith. 
And if finally convinced by all theſe au- 


thorities of the epiſcopal pre-eminence, you 
ſhould think yourſelf abated, and aſk why ſuch 
a difference, ſuch a diſtinction between your 
rank and the epiſcopal dignity, to put an end 
to your complaints, we have no other anſwer 
to you but that which you might have read in 
a treatiſe upon the different eccleſiaſtical or- 
ders, or in a letter to Ruſticus a biſhop of 

S Narbonne, 


( 180 ) 
Narbonne, attributed to St. Jerome himſelf, 
The higheſt veneration is owed to the biſhop 
both by clergy and laity; for the thing formed 
ſhall not ſay to him that formed it: why haſt thou 
formed me thus? Or has not the potter pow- 
er over the clay, of the ſame lump, to make 
one veſſel unto honour, and another. unto 
diſhonour. Huic (epiſcopo) ſumma a cunclis cle- 
ricis atque ab omni populo deferenda reverentia 
eft ; quia non dicit figmentum ei qui ſe finæit: 
ut quid me finxiſti fic; aut non habet poteſtatem 
figulus luti ex eadem maſſa facere aliud quidem 


vas in honorem, aliud in contumeliam. 


BARRUEL, 
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A PASTORAL INSTRUCTION on the DUTIES 


of CHRISTIAN CITIEZENs, addreſſed to the Ro AN 
CATHOLICS of the Archdioceſs of Dublin, by 
JonN Thomas Troy, D. D. &c. With Ohſerva- 
tions on particular Paſſages of a late Publication by 
Charles Francis Sheridan, Eſq, entitled, The Roman 
{Catholic Claim to the Elective Franchiſe, in an 
Eſſay, &c.—The Third Edition.— To which are 
added, A Supplement in anſwer to ſome Miſrepre- 
ſentations, and an Appendix containing the Teſta- 
Went of Louis XVI. a Charge ftom the Biſhops to 
le Catholics of Ireland, and an Exhortation read at 
Rach Maſs in all the Catholic Chapels within the 
N cchdioceſs of Dublin, on Sunday, April 14, 1793, 


| mediately after paſſing the late Act of Parliament 
Dd their favour. 


Alſo, Price 15. 6d. 


RoMAN CATHOLIC CLERGYMAN's REVIEW 
Jof S. N.'s late Publication, entitled, An Inquiry 
Into the Conſiſtency of Doctor Troy's Paſtoral 


: Inſtruction, with the Declaration agreed to by the 
Roman Catholic Committee in March 1791. 
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